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Mr. SLIDELL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the restric- 
tion which confines the cutter to special service 
at New York is taken from the bill. {** Yes.’’] 
Then this embarks us generally into the system 
of steam revenue cutter service, I cannot go for 
that. m . 

Mr. RUSK. I vote for the bill as amended 
reluctantly; but I depend on the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President. 


i] 
1 
1 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1856. 


pend the rules if the gentleman will modify his 
resolution by striking out the words ‘ so called.”’ 
Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I will modify 
my resolution by striking out the words ‘so 
ealled,’’ and inserting in their stead the word 


| ** alleged.”’ 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The words have | 


the same meaning, and there is nothing gained 


The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas | 


28, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bigler, 


Brigit, Brodhead, Cass, Collamer, Comegys, Fessenden, 
Fis, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Pearce, 


Rusk, Seward, Stuart, ‘Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson | 


of New Jersey, Toucey, Trunbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, 
and Wright—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Clay, Dodge, Evans, Fitzpat- 
rick, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Pugh, Slidell, Toombs, and Yulee—13. 


So the amendments were ordered to be en- | 


grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. It 
was read athird time, and passed. On motion of 
Mr. Sewarp, its title was amended so as to read, 
«+ A bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause to be procured, by purchase or 
otherwise, a Suitable steamer as a revenue cut- 
ter.” 
THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of Mr. Rusk to refer so much of the 
President’s message as relates to foreign affairs 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 





Mr. BROWN addressed the Senate on the | 


slavery question. 


His speech will be published 
in the Appendix. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter | 


in the chair.) The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas to refer to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations se much of the President’s 
annual message as relates to foreign affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. STUART, so much of the 


message as relates to the public lands was referred | 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, so much of the | 
message as relates to the finances of the country | 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


On motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 22, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE POST 
OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with law, a detailed state- 
ment of the expenditures of the contingent fund 
of the Post Office Department, for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1856; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


_ The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Wasempmerebenitiod on Monday 
last, to suspend the rules for the purpose of intro- 
ducing the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be 
communicated to this House statements of the amounts of 
money paid, and liabilities incurred, for the pay, support, 
and other expenses of persons called into the service of 
the L nited States in the Territory of Kansas, either under 

e designation of the militia of Kansas or of posses sum- 
moned by the civil officers in that Territory, since the’date 
of its establishment; also, statements of the amounts paid 
to marshals, sheriffs and their deputies, and to witnesses 
and for other expenses in the arrest, detention, and trial of 

Tsons charged in said Territory with treason against the 


hited States, or with violations of the (so called) laws of 
said Territory. 


Mr. ORR. I will vote for the motion to sus- 
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by the change of ** alleged’’ for ‘* so called.”’ 

The question was taken on Mr. Wasnpurn’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 127, nays 62; as 
follows: ; . 


YEAS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, | 
Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buf 
finton, Burlingame, James IH. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp 
bell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling 
man, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dickson. Dodd, 
Durtee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Fiagler,'Thomas | 
J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hodges, Hotiman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, | 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, | 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Kiilian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, | 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Spinner, Stan- | 
ton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Wal 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Whitney, Wil 
liams, Woodruff,and Woodworth—127. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 


Bocock, 
Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 


| 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson KR. {| 
| 
|| 


W. Cobb, Craige, Crawtord, Davidson, Edmundson, Evans, 


Florence, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris, || 


Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, 





Rust, Sandidge, Savage, William Smith, Sneed, Swope, || 
Walker, Watkins, Wheeler, || 


Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 


Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolli- 


coffer—62. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for the 
previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 


main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN 
sider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted, and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


4 
ELECTION OF A CHAPLAIN, 


Mr. GRANGER. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the House now proceed to the choice of 
a Chaplain. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. GRANGER. I move to suspend the rules 


for the purpose I have indicated. 
Mr. SANDIDGE. 


rules are suspended [ shall offer the following as || 
a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman || 


from New York: 
Resolved, That the resident ministers of the several 


Christian churches of this city be invited to alternate in | 


opening the daily sessions of the House by prayer. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York be adopted, will a 
motion to nominate a particular person be in 
order ? 

The SPEAKER. 


It will. Ifthe rules be sus- 


pended the resolution will be before the House for || 


amendment. 
Mr. SMITH, of Vi 


inia. 


1} 


Millson, Orr, Packer, Peck, || 


I call for the yeas and | 


° | 
, of Maine, moved to recon- 


I give notice that if the | 


Are the resident H a 
ministers of the Christian churches of this city || of Pennsylvania. 


iNew Series....No. 19. 


willing to do what is asked of them by the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. SANDIDGE, Yes, sir; they have offered 
their services, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the rules are 
suspended, and the resolution is introduced, the 
floor will be given to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Granerr] who introduced it, who 
will then call for the previous question, which 
will cut off all amendment. [ call for the yeas 
and nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
152, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Albright, Allen, Allisen, 
Barbour, Barclay, Bensen, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbeti, Car- 
lite, Caskie, Chaifee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dicksen, Bodd, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Emrie, English, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hedges, Hoffman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Eoward, Hughs 
ton, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Leteher, Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Savage, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—132. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barksdale, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bliss, 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Day, Denver, Ether- 
idge, Garnett, Goode, Grow, Augustus Hall, Thomas lL. 
Harris, Holloway, Houston, George W. Jones, Keitt, 
Knight, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Killian Miller,Smith Miller, 
Mott, Nichols, Packer, Pearce, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, 
Ruffin, Rust, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Taylor, 
Walker, Warner, Wheeler, Winslow. Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—50. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted in the affirmative. ) 


Mr. GRANGER. I call for the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SANDIDGE., I hope the previous ques- 
tion will not be sustained. I wish to offer the 
resolution I have suggested as a substitute for the 
one pending. 

Mr. MATTESON called for tellers on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Spinner 
and CuLLen were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported--ayes 91, noes 78. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. ORR stated that, as he was in favor of 
paying one Chaplain, and not a dozen, he would 
vote in favor of sustaining the call for the previous 

| question. 

| ‘The main question was ordered to be put. 

| Mr. RUFFIN. I demand the yeas and nays 
| on the adoption of the resolution. 

| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| ‘The resolution was adopted. 

| ‘The House then proceeded to the execution of 
|| its order. 

'| Messrs. Grancer, Kiwweir, Sanpince, and 
|| ALBRIGHT, were appointed tellers to count the 
i] votes. 

The SPEAKER announced that nominations 
|| were inorder; when the following nominations 
|| were made: 

By Mr. FLORENCE: Rev. Daniel Waldo, of 

|| New York. 

By Mr. KIDWELL: Rev. Franklin Moore, 

| of Virginia. 
By Mr. GALLOWAY: Rev. Thomar H. 


|| Stockton, of Maryland. 
| Mr. ALLISON: Rev. Arthur B. Bradford, 
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By Mr. CLARK, of Connecticut: Rev. Dr. 
Patten, of New York. 

By Mr. BROOM: Rev. George W. Mitchell, 
of the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WAKEMAN: Rev. 
of New York. 

jy Mr. GREENWOOD: Rev. George Hildt, 
of the District of Columbia. 

jy Mr. BROOKS: Rev. 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MACE: Rev. John L. Smith, of Ih- 
diana. 

By Mr. McMULLIN: Rev. D.S. Doggett, of 
the District of Columbia. 

ty Mr. SPINNER: Rev. Antoinette L. Brown, 
of New York. 

ty Mr. ELLIOTT: 
Kentuck v. 

ty Mr. QUITMAN: Rev. Mr. Butler, of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
who have made these 
what denominations their nominees belong. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the persons 
nominated will be read, and, if no objection be 
made, gentlemen will have the opportunity of 
stating to what denominations their nominees 
respectively belong. ° 

‘The names of the candidates were then read, 
and the following statements were made: 

Rev. Daniel Waldo. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have nominated the 
Rev. Daniel Waldo for his piety and revolution- 
ary antecedents. He is a Congregationalist, I 
believe. Lama Methodist, which shows that I 
am not proscriptive. |Laughter.] 

Rev. Franklin Moore. 

Mr. KIDWELL. Mr. Moore is a minister of 


Eli i Botsford, 


Dr. 


Gurley, of the 


Rev. John 


Morris, of 


[ ask that the gentlemen 


nominations shall state to | 


THE CONGR 


the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wheeling, | 


Virginia. He is a very able, eloquent, and pious 


man. 
A Memeper. Methodist—North or South? 
Mr. KIDWELL. He is a member of the 
Northwestern Virfinia Conference. He is a 


graduate of the Washington College, Pennsylva- 
nia, and is a young man distinguished for his 
piety, eloquence, and great ability. 

Rev. Dr. Phineas D. Gurley. 

Mr. BROOKS. Without the knowledge or 
consent of the gentleman, 1 have nominated Rev. 
Dr. Phineas D. Gurley, of this city. He is a 
member of the Old School Presbyterian denom- 
ination, and distinguished for his learning, dis- 
tinguished for his piety, and distinguished for 
his social propriety and position. In politics, as 
in religion, he is a Christian. 

Rev. Arthur B. Bradford. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Bradford isa Free Pres- 
byterian. 

Rev. Thomas H. Stockton. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Mr. Stockton is a min- 
ister of the Methodist Protestant Church. 

A Memsber. North or South? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. National. 

Rev. Dr. Patten. 

Mr. CLARK, of Connecticut. 
a Congregationalist. 

Rev. George W. Mitchell. 

Mr. BROOM. Mr. Mitchell is a minister of 
the Methodist Church—neither North nor South, 
so far as I know. 
man. 

Rey. Eli C. Botsford. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. 


[ Laughter. } 


Dr. Patten is 


I will inform the House 


1 know him only asa national | 


that Mr. Botsford is an Old School Presbyterian | 
—a young man of decided ability, and an orna- | 


ment to his profession, 
Rev. George Hildt. 
Mr. GREEN WOOD. 
ist Episcopal clergyman of this city. 
charge of the McKendree Church, on Massachu- 
setts avenue, and so far as I know has kept him- 
self clear of the dirty pool of politics. 
Rey. D. 8S, Doggett. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Without consultation with 


this gentleman, [ have taken the responsibility of || 


placing him in nomination. He has charge of one | 


of the Methodist churches of this city, and is the 
editor of the Quarterly Review. So far as I know, 
he has kept himself clear of politics. 

Rev. Antoinette L. Brown, 

Mr. SPINNER. During the late canvass I 


was charged with being an infidel for having voted | 


for Miss Brown at the commencement of the first | 


Mr. Hildtis a Method- | 
He has | 


, oo eee T 
session of thisCongress. Now, siy, | understand || 
that she is a regularly ordained Presvyterian 
clergyman. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Clergywoman. [Laugh- | 
ter. ] 
Mr. SPINNER. I stand corrected. I said 


that she was a regularly ordained Presbyterian 
minister, and | understand that to be an evan- 
gelical denomination. I believe, however, that 
she has changed her name; and I therefore make 
the nomination Mrs. Antoinette L. Blackwell. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise toa question 
of order. Il wish to knowif it is in order to nom- 
inate a woman as Chaplain to this House? 
{Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. 
to decide. | 

Mr. MORRISON. In view of the injunction | 
of St. Paul for woman to keep silence in the | 
churches, I think it would be decidedly out of | 
order to elect one as Chaplain of this House. 
[Renewed laughter. | 

tev. Mr. Butler. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I nominated Mr. Butler, 
who is a clergyman of this city, of the Lutheran 
church; but as the nomination was made with- 
out his knowledge or consent, I will withdraw | 
it. 

Mr. MACE also withdrew the name of Rev. 
J. L. Smith. 

Rev. John Morris. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Morris is a regular 
Hard Shell Ironside Baptist clergyman. He is 
a very pious man; and though not of eminent 
ability, he has enough talent to pray for such a 
crowd as this. [Great laughter. ] 

The roll was then called, with the following | 
result: 

Whole number of votes cast, 204; necessary | 
to a choice, 103; of which— 


That will be for the House 


Mr. Waldo received ....... +++. paeeveeaekemnsnted 106 | 
Bt OUI 0d. 00500060 sa8% ec cocceccccse ers 23 
Mir. Gurley .cccccccee coccsesvecscceccce Su caceceees 22 
es ARON os eds 0 dsb 00:6.cutntt00 00b0s 0.009000 ‘oun cee 
Mr. StocktoOn......ccsccccscccccvcccs secvccseeees 9 | 
at MNES 5 oe $500 6008000006 608s st edss en eaeene ce . =i 
Re eee BUSES) We bees ences eGebeuns esos OD 
BET. BeOS . wos ec ecvccvcs PrUTTTITT ETT 
SE in 6s se kamace be esitused setsas ieondenes oO 
Mr. Mitchell.........00 eee cere ceee sees seeesecess e 
OR Perr er rr Serr err secccesecces D2 | 
Bets SPOMGOM os 6006 5d ont in vowsen eects suttesss oe ae 
RET SUI, 9's 0s gh 0s nb 5000 0500 900s 450s-dn bene 2 
P,P 65 snob bint ph sn cheend dethntsean eaded eaee & 1 
Ss PO cu ccs bona ss oNhbes babethdetesbbeb vans Zoe 
Mrs. Blackwell......... cpubh Obes aNd KERK UNO ssons DY 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Rev. Daniel \Valdo—Messtrs. Aiken, Banks, Barbour, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Broom, 
Butfinton, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, | 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Claw- 
son, Clingman, Coltax, Comins, Cragin, Cullen, Damrell, | 
Henry Winter Davis, ‘Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dickson, | 
Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, Florence, 
Foster, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hoffman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lindley, Mace, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Kil- | 
lian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, | 
Pennington, Pringle, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, | 
Rabin, Sage, Sandidge, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel | 
A. Smith, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, | 
Thorington, Thurston, Tyson, Underwood, Vail. Valk, | 
Wade, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Wood- 
worth, and Zollicoffer. 

For Rev. Franklin Moore— Messrs. Allen, Barclay, 
Barksdale, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Brenton, | 
Covode, Day, Edie, Edwards, Gilbert, Augustus Hall, | 


, Houston, J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, Leiter, Purviance, 
| Quitman, Roberts, Savage, William Smith, and Wheeler. 


For Rev. Dr. Gurley—Messrs. Bocock, Brooks, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Davidson, Den- 
ver, Evans, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Holloway, Keitt, Kunkel, | 
Lumpkin, Maxwell, McQueen, Smith Miller, Packer, 
Rutlin, Sneed, Stephens, Taylor, and Watkins. 

For Rev. Mr. Dogrett—Messrs. Akers, Caskie, Garnett, 
Goode, Letcher, McMullin, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, | 
Powell, Puryear, Rivers, Trippe, and Walker. 


For Rev. Thomas H. Stockton—Messrs. Albright, Ball, || 
| Bingham, Galloway, Lake, Murray, Pettit, Todd, and Traf- 


ton. 

For Rev. John Morris—Messrs. Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Cox, Jacob C. Davis, Elliott, Herbert, and Rust. 

For Rev. Dr. Patten—Messrs. Ezra Clark, Dean, Dick, 
Welch, and Woodruff. 
. For Rev. George Hildt—Messrs. Greenwood, Pearce, and 

app. 
or Rev. arthur B. Bradford—Messrs. Allison, Perry, 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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— 22, 
For Rev. Byron Sunderland—Messrs. Cumback and Por 
ter. F 
For Rev. Mr. Ruter—Mr. English. 
For Rev. Mr. Butler—Mr. Craige. 
For Rev. Mrs. Blackwell—Messrs. Mott and Spinner. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. MORRISON said: I vote for the Rey, Mr 
Donyen, a Jesuit priest of the city of St. Louis 
Mr. BROOM. I will withdraw the name of 





Mr. Mitchell. 


| his vote, but he cannot withdraw the name 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can chano, 
of q 
nominee. 

Mr. BROOM. For the purpose of facilitatins 
business, I will change my vote from Mr. Mitche| 
to Mr. Waldo. > 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I believe My vote 
will make an election, and therefore I change } 
from Mr. Stockton to Mr. Waldo. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. If I can have the epp. 
sent of the House, | will withdraw the name of 


gent 


| Mr. Stockton. 


The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by unap. 
imous consent. 

Objection was made. 

After the roll was called, but before the regy} 


| was announced, numerous gentlemen changed 


their votes from the other candidates to Mr. 
Waldo. 


The result having been announced, 


The SPEAKER declared Mr. Waldo elected 


Chaplain of the House for the present session, 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. TYSON, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 


| files of the House the papers in the case of John Wood, for 


| tion, but it was objected to. 





Pike, and Israel Washburn. i 
For Rev. George W. Mitchell—Messrs. Edinundson and || 


William R. Smith. 

‘or Rev. Eli C. Botsford—Messrs. Hughston and Wake- | 
man. 

For Rev. Mr. Donyen—Messrs. Kelly and Morrison. 


the purpose of referring the same to the Court of Claims, 
BREVET LIEUTENANT GENERAL. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Some days since I made 
an effort to get before the House a joint resolu- 
I now offer it, and 
if it is objected to, | move a suspension of the 
rules. 

The resolution was read for information, and 
is as follows: 

Joint Resolution explanatory of the joint resolution “au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to confer the 
title of lieutenant general by brevet,’ approved Febru- 
ary 15, 1855. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, That the joint resolution approved 


| February 15, 1855, “ authorizing the President of the United 


States to confer the title of lieutenant general by brevet,” 
shall be so construed, from and after March 29, 1847, in 
favor Of the brevet lieutenant general appointed under the 
said act while exercising command according to that rauk, 
as to entitle him to the pay, allowances, and staff specified 
in the fifth section of the act approved May 28, 1798, 
** authorizing the President to raise a provisional army,” 
and also the allowances described in the sixth section of 
the act approved August 23, 1842, granting additional rations 
to certain officers: Provided, however, and it is hereby de- 
clared, That the brevet lieutenant general shall not, except 
in time of war, be entitled to more than two aids and one 
secretary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, I would like to 
occupy two or three minutes in explarftion of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE objected. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I then move a suspension 
of the rules; and upon that motion [ call for 
tellers. , 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
130, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Cad 
walader, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaifee, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Jacob C. Davis, 
Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Duriee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fig- 
ler, Florence, Foster, Galloway, Garnett, Gilbert, Granger, 
Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harms, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hofiman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine .B. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knox, Kunkel, 
Lake, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshail, Matteson, McCarty, Millward, Morga®, 

orrill, Morrison, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pring!e, 
Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, William Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, 


I object to the 


| Stephens, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Thorington, Tral- 
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Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Caiker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. |! 
Israel Washburn, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, 
ms, Winslow, and Woodrufi—130. 


Valk, Wakeman, 











on, Trippe, 
Waldron, \ 
Vash uurne, 
Wunams 

NAYS—? ; ee a her 7 
, nett, Bliss, Bocock, Branch, Bre nton, Brooks, Burne tt, 
—_ Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
vy, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Day, Dean, 
a i ‘English, Goode, Grow, Herbert, Houston, George 


Messrs. Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. | 


Eau vnc. Kidwell, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, | 
" Mere Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Ls » Millson, Mott, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Mi > Peck, Perry, Powell, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
— | A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Thurston, Todd, Wade, 
Watkins, Watson, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. 


Wrght—62. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules | 


wert suspended. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, said: Mr. Speaker, 
] was ihe 
conferred the title of lieutenant general, though 
a friend of General Scott. Not having an oppor- 
tunity to put my name on the record on that 
occasion, 1 doit now. I am against the whole 
thing. 7 ‘ ‘ 

The joint resolution was then read a first and 


second time. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
interrogatories which have been propounded to 
me by various gentlemen it is proper, perhaps, 
that there should be a word of explanation of the 
object and effect of the resolution. 


opposed to the original resolution which | 


it will be recollected that some two years ago | 


Congress passed a joint resolution conferring 
upon General Scott the title of lieutenant gen- 
eral by brevet. It was then sent to the Attorney 
General to decide whether, as the appointment 
went back to the capture of Vera Cruz, the pay 
also went back to the same period. 
ination of the whole matter the Attorney General 
decided that the pay did run back to that period. 
The matter then went before the Secretary of 
War for his decision. He held that a certain 
sum was payable to General Scott, and that sum 
was accordingly paid to him. ‘There was, how- 
ever, a difference of opinion between General 
Scott, or rather General Scott’s friends, and the 
Secretary of War with regard to the amount the 
General was entitled to under the joint resolution 
referred to. 


On exam- | 


My resolution is to place a construction upon | 


the former resolution of Congress; and I beg leave 
to say, that [ took it upon myself, not long since, 
to have a conversation with the Secretary of War, 
in order that { might understand from him the 


precise ground of difference; and I take pleasure | 


in saying, that I ha¥e not brought this resolution 
forward with any disposition to quarrel with the 


decision placed on the resolution of February 15, | 


1855, by that officer of the Government. 


On the | 


contrary, lam disposed to commend his conduct, | 


and that of every officer of the Government who 
exercises caution in paying out money from the 
Treasury of the United States. Inasmuch as, 
under the Constitution and existing laws, they 
are not authorized to pay out any money except 
that appropriated by law, of course in case of 
doubt they cannot pay it. 
undertake to question the correctness of the 


I do not, therefore, | 


decision of the Secretary of War upon the former | 


resolution. 


able that, if he were a member of this House or | 


of the Senate—of which body he will be a mem- 


ber after the 4th of March next—he would act | 


differently. Members of Congress have the right 
to pass laws, and, legislatively, to put construc- 
Uons on them; but executive officers have no such 
nght. 


It will be seen that by this law, so far as emol- 


uments are concerned, General Scott will stand | 
upon precisely the same footing as the lieutenant | 


general created under the law of 1798 would 
Stand upon. 


put him on the most favorable footing that any 
officer could , 
There will be, [ think, no indisposition on the 
part of members to do this. I know that Gen- 
eral Scott has performed such important service 


for the country, that a large portion of our con- | 


stituents would be gratified to see a direct dona- 
ton in money made to him. I confess, if it were 
ot for the precedent, that I would have no objec- 
Yon to pursuing that course. I have no doubt, 
if he were a citizen or subject of any European 

Overnment, that a large donation in money 


I believe, however, it is quite prob- | 


In other words, my object is to || 


stand upon under former laws. | 
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| would be made to him asacompliment. I do 
not, however, propose to put this resolution 
upon that ground, for the question would then 
arise whether we ought not to go on and do the 
same to other officers. ; 

I beg to remind the House that there are many 
instances where donations of this kind have been 
made. For example: after Congress had appro- 
| priated $255,000 to be distributed as prize-money 

to Commodore Perry and the officers and men 
who captured the British fleet on Lake Erie, we 
find that, by a bill passed in 1814, there was a 
grant to Commodore Perry of $5,000 additional. 
There are several cases of a similar character. I 
might remind the House that it is not, perhaps, 
two years—indeed, | believe it was at the last 
session of Congress, that an appropriation of 
$20,000 was made for the benefit of Commodore 
Perry, Jr., for his share in the Japan expedition. 
I might cite many like precedents, but Lam averse 
to making them. Therefore | hope the resolu- 
tion will be adopted. It will answer the same 
purpose of giving General Scott an increase of 
pay, and at the same time will be in aceordance 
with the usage and practice of the Government. 
Mr. CARLILE. What was the sum received 
by General Scott under the resolution creating 
him lieutenant general, and what is the sum he 
will receive if this resolution be passed ? 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I intended to have made 
a statement which would have prevented the 
| necessity for the gentleman’s question. Under 
the resolution passed two years ago, he received, 
I think, some $10,000. If the pending resolution 
passes, he will receive an additional sum of some 
$20,000, for the nine or ten years the appoint- 
ment runs back, That is my opinion of the 
amount he will receive. 

Mr. SNEED. As I know of no other instance 
in our history where the title of lieutenant gen- 
eral was conferred than that of General Wash- 
ington, | would be glad if the gentleman from 
North Carolina would tell me whether General 
Washington, or his friends, sought any back pay 
because of that appointment and title? And 
I would ask further, whether it is that case which 
creates the precedent he refers to? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 will answer the gentle- 
man with pleasure. General Washington was 
not created lieutenant general by brevet, and of 
| course there was no back pay. The resolution 

in the case of General Scott conferred the title 
}upon him by brevet, and to run back to the 
| capture of Vera Cruz. The Secretary of War 
and the Attorney General have both decided that 
it did carry back pay. It is therefore a mere 
question of amount; and this resolution proposes 
to give General Scott only what General Wash- 
} ington would have received under the old law, 
'and nothing more.* 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman 
has alluded to the donation made to Commodore 
Perry, Jr. Now, will the gentleman state the 





* APPENDIX TO Mr. CiinGmMan’s Remarks.—Memoran 
dum of precedents, &c., in the history of the United States, 
of grants to military and naval commanders, in the way of 
recompense for emiment and successful service. 

1. Under the laws of the United States, differing in that 
respect from those of European nations, all captures on 
land are appropriated entire to the Government. ‘The naval 
laws of the United States, however, conform to the Euro- 
pean system—accord the bulk of prizes taken to the naval 
captors, and a large share of such prize-money to the naval 
commanders. 

For the many acts of Congress making appropriation 
accordingly, see Naval Laws, passim; and see, also, thore 
of the private laws, vol. 6, Statutes at Large, indexed under 
the head of Prize-Money. 

The following cases may be specially cited : 


An act, April 18, 1814, appropriates $255,000 for the pur- 


chase of the British vessels captured on Lake Erie; the 
whole of the said sum, in payment, to be distributed as 
prize-money among the capturing squadron. 


An act, March 3, 1815, authorizes the purchase of the 


British vessels captured on Lake Champlain; the whole 
‘ amount of the valuation to go as prize-money to the cap- 
turing squadron. The amonnt was $290,438 10. (See 
Naval Laws.) 

An act, April 27, 1816, appropriates $100,000 to be dis- 
tributed ‘‘as prize-money, is now by law directed to be 
distributed”? to Decatur’s squadron, as the captors of the 
Algerine vessels, neither purchased nor retained by the 
Government, but restored to the Dey of Algiers. 

2. There are two cases, at least, of extraordinary grants 
to naval commanders. 


| Perry $5,000, in addition to his share of the prize-money 
| already voted. ; . 
| The act of March 3, 1855, (see vol. 10 United States 


Statutes at Large, p. 659,) grants Commodore M. C. Perry, | 


The act of April 18, 1814, grants to Commodore O. H. | 


17 











amount which was given to that gentleman under 
cover of copies of a certain book voted to mem- 
bers of Congress ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I cannot. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. In that case, his 
book was ordered to be printed at an enormous 
expense. In this we only propose to make an 
appropriation, which we think is authorized by 
law. 

Mr. 


point. 


HOUSTON. Let me say a word on that 

Although I opposed the compensation to 
which he refers at the time, yet the gentleman 
from North Carolina will recollect that it was 
given for his services in negotiating a treaty. It 
was put on that ground, given to him in the 
capacity of a negotiator of the treaty with Japan, 
and not at all with regard to his service as a naval 
officer. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If this resolution passes, 
will not General Scott be entitled to the same pay 
which, under the law, the Attorney General holds 
he is now entitled to ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Precisely. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 put my vote,on that 
ground, and not upon the ground that this is a 
gratuiby. ‘lhe Attorney General holds that Gen- 
eral Scott is now entitled to the amount fixed by 
the pending resolutiog under the existing law. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, -That is precisely my 
understanding of the resolution. It gives him 
what the Attorney General holds he is entitled to 
under the former joint resolution of Congress. 
Inasmuch as the Secretary of War has doubt on 
the subject, it is proper that he should be in- 
structed, as is proposed by the resolution I have 
offered. Gentlemen suggest that | had better call 
for the previous question, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose it is 
the desire of all the members of the House to act 
understandingly. I think they did not do so 
when the office of brevet lieutenant general was 
created. I ask the gentleman if he will not con- 
sent to refer this resolution to the Secretary of 
War, with instructions to report what General 
Scott has already received, and what he will 
receive for back pay under this resolution, and 
what will be his annual pay under the resolution? 
It would not delay the passage of the resolution 
long, for it could be brought back within a 
week. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I am surprised that my 
friend from Tennessee should ask for a reference 
at this time. He will recollect that two weeks 
ago, when the proposition was made to bring in 
this resolution and refer it to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, he objected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would say to 
the gentleman that I am opposed to the whole 
thing now. Buthe cannot inform the House how 
much this resolution is to give to this officer. 
When he attempted to introduce the resolution 
the other day, his proposition was to refer it to a * 
committee, and not to the Department, where 


for services in time of peace, $20,000; described, in part, 
** as a consideration for his eminent public service in effect- 
ing a treaty of amity and commerce with”? Japan. 

2. The grants to General La Fayette are as follows: 

Act of March 27, 1794, $24,424, as pay and emoluments. 

Act of March 2, 1803, 11,520 acres of land. 

Act of March 27, 1804, a privilege of locating those lands 
‘* on any territory the property of the United States within 
the territory of Orleans.” 

Au act of December 28, 1824, “in consideration of the 
services and sacrifices of General La Fayette in the war of 
the Revolution,’* granted him $200,000 and one township 
(23,040 acres) of land. 

3. General Washington, with an independent fortune, 
and without heirs, had declined even pay beyond his ex- 
penses. Other distinguished leaders in our Revolution 
(Greene and Wayne, at least) were voted grants by indi 
vidua! States, the resources of the Federal Treasury being 
very small. General Greene alone received from South 


| Carolina ten thousand guineas, from Georgia five thousand, 


and from North Carolina twenty-four thousand acres of 
land—in all, not less thana hundred thousand dollars, a 
provision at that time Worth perhaps double the sum at this 
day. There seems no reason why the spirit of this prece- 
dent should not apply federally. 

4. ‘lo the above precedents in our own history it may be 
added, without detail, that the provisions of prize-money 
are such in European systems, that every success! gen 
eral must acquire something handsome for himself and his 
family. By this system, every soldier may be induced at 
least to hope that, in devoting all his talents to his coun- 
try’s interests, he is not thereby sacrificing those of his 
family. 

In addition to what is systematically accorded, the gra- 
tuities heaped upon Wellington and others have been enor- 
mous. Even the late Crimean commanders have veen 
largely recompensed. 
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alone he could get the information which seems 
to be necessary. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 see that the House is 
very impatient. I was about to say a word or 
two more, but I will only say, that if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will look at the resolution 
he will see that it merely proposes to give what 
was payable under the old law, and therefore I 
presume, that if ge nilemen are disposed to do 
what is generous, and what, I think, is fair, it 
will not be necessary to spend much time in dis- 
cussing this resolution. It follows the existing 
law, and requires this paymentto be made. I de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his demand for the previous question 
for a moment that | may ask hima question. I 
wish to know what amount is required to be paid 
under this resolution ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I stated that it probably 
covered the sum of $20,000, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Then I ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina to withdraw the previous 
question for a moment, in order that I may 
explain my vote. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman fromm Ala- 
bama wishes to ask me a question. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man whether, if this resolution is adopted, it will 
have any other effect than to carry out the 
decision of the Attorney General upon the exist- 

¢ resolution? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That is all. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, that 
I may ask him a question? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will do so, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to vote intelligently, 
and I do not want to do General Scott injustice. 
I desire to know whether, when the resolution 
yvassed this House breveting General Scott as 
Sadateaade General, it was not declared upon 
this floor by his friends that the purpose of the 
resolution was not to increase his pay, and that 
he would not ask for it? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I did not so understand; 
but, on the contrary, it was said that the resolu- 
tion would give him $30,000. I demand the 
previous question on ordering the resolution to 
om engrossed, and read a third time. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous 

uestion on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is the resolution 
engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER. 
time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
been engrossed. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The House or- 
dered the resolution to be engrossed. Is it too 
late to have the order of the House executed ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
passage of the resolution, on which the gentle- 
man from North Carolina has demanded the pre- 
vious question. The gentleman from Tennessee 
objects to it upon the ground that the resolution 
has not been engrossed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
make that as a point of order. 

eatedly so decided. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution has not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the objection is taken tao late. The ques- 
tion has been decided by this Congress upon an 
appeal to the House. 

Phe previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


It has been read a third 
But it has not 


It is too late to make that 


It has been re- 


The engrossed 


' in the aflirmative—yeas 138, nays 54; as fol- 


lows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Albright, Allison, Ball, 


Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, || territorial business ? 


It is too late to en. I | 


Bishop, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brooks, Broom, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Cadwalader, James H. Caurpbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Neary Win- 
ter Davis, Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliiou, Etheridge, 
Mustis, Evans, Flagler, Florence, Foster, Galloway, Gar- 
nett, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Uarris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Herton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, 
King, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Murray, Nor- 


| 
| 


ton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- | 


nington, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Rust, Sabin, 
Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William 
Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan, Tafbott, Tappan, 
Thorington, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C, 
Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—138. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barksdale,Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, 
Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Carlile, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williainson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Crawford, Cullen, Day, 
Dean, Emrie, English, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Grow, Augustus Hall, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mott, Nichols, Orr, Packer, Perry, Phelps, Powell, 
Ruffin, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Thurston, Traf- 


ton, Wade, Watkins, Watson, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, | 


and John Vi Wright—54, 
So the joint resolution was passed. 
Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. CLARKE, of New York, stated that if | 


he had been within the bar when his name was 
called, he should have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. RICAUD made a similar statement in 
respect to himself. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was passed, and 
also moved to lay the notion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

EVELINA PORTER. 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York. I desire to sub- 
mit a motion that the vote by which the bill for 
the relief of Evelina Porter was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, be reconsidered. 
I do not wish to have the motion acted on now, 
but merely enter it. 

The motion was received and entered. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. [ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration | 


of House bill No. 165, being a bill to establish a uniform 
rule of naturalization, and to repeal all acts heretofore 
passed on that subject, and the amendment thereto; and 


that the said Committee be instructed to report the same | 


back to the Llouse, and the same is made the special order 
of the day in the House for Thursday, the 15th day of Jan- 
uary, 1857, to be called up at one o’clock p.m. of said 
day, and it shall continue such special order from day to 
day until the same shall be disposed of in the House. 


Mr. FLORENCE and others objected. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division 
there were—ayes 66, noes 81. 

Mr. ENGLISH ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Zoiuicor- 
FER and Ta.porr were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 66, noes 85. 
| So the House refused to adjourn. 


I move that the House do 


The question recurred upon the motion to sus- 


pend the rules. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. HousTON I ask for the reading of the 
bill referred to in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read unless 
objection be made. ° 

ir. PURYEAR objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have the right to have the 

bill read. The House cannot be compelled to 


| Vote on making a bill a special order without 
_ knowing what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER, In the opinion of the Chair 

| the bill cannot be read except by general consent. 

Mr. GROW. I would inquire of the gentle- 

man from Kentucky whether his resolution will 

| not interfere with the special order in respect to 


i 
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ay ee 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I will inform thes. 
tleman from Pennsylvania that it does no, >” 
Mr. LETCHER. I object to debate, ~ 
Mr. GROW. I merely asked a questic 
information, and I have the right to do that 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in org, . 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 move that the Hous, 
do now oye -_ 


Mr. PURYEAR. I ask for the yeas ang bays 


_ December 93 


ON for 


| upon the motion. 








The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Kentucky whether he y 
not so amend his resolution as to strike out that 
part of it making the billa special order; or if he 
retains it, So cae: | it as to change the time 
which it is assigned ? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to all diseussioy 
or explanation. 

The question was then taken; and there were 
yeas 89, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bishop, Brad. 
shaw, Broom, Buflinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp)ey) 
Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Coyoge’ 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Dayis’ 
Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, 
Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison’ 
Haven, Hodges, Hotfman, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
Knapp, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Alexander K, Mar. 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Moore, Morrill, Nor. 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pep. 
nington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Simmons, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoringion, 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Valk. 
Wakeman, Welch, Whitney, Woodruff, and Zollicotfer— 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barksdale, Henry 
Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, 
Bowie, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Day, 
Dickson, Dodd, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, Flag. 
ler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Giddings, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Thomas L, 
Harris, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, Kidwell, Know!ton, 
Knox, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Mon, 
Murray, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Perry, Phelps, Quitman, Rufin, 
Rust, Sabin, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Spinner, Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, Wade, Walbridge, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, 
Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and John Y, 
Wright—92. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


NORTH CAROLINA ARSENAL. 
Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
furnish to this House an estimate of the appropriations 
necessary for the extension of the North Carolina arsenal, 
to render it an arsenal of construction, together with the 
amount heretofore expended in the construction of the 
public buildings there. 


ADJOURNMENT FOR TEN DAYS. 
Mr. BROOM. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of this House are hereby di- 
rected that, when they adjourn their respective Houses 00 
to-morrow, they adjourn them to Monday, the Sth day of 
January next. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BROOM. I move to suspend the rules in 
order that the resolution may be introduced. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House de 
now adjourn; and on that motion call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WricHt, 
of Mississippi, and ALpricut, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 586, noes 56. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
the House (at ten minutes to four o’clock, p. ™-) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o'clock, ™. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, December 23, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Sreruen P. Hit. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Thomas 
C. Nye and George Chorpenning, Jr., ee tes 
that a contract may be entered into with them for 
carrying the mail from some point in the Missis- 
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oni valley to San Francisco, in California; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. | 


Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Cath- 
arine Jacobs, widow of Francis Jacobs, who 
*rved as a waiter in the military family of Gen- 
era! Washington in the revolutionary war, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension under the act of 
February 3, 1853; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee On Pensions. : 

Mr. BROWN presented papers relating to the 
claim of Bud Higdon to a patent for land under 
, warrant purchased by him of the administra- || 
vorof the person to whom it was issued; which || 
were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
“= YULEE presented the petition of Richard 
H. Long, praying to be allowed to locate a | 
preemption claim to a tract of land in. Florida, 
purchased by him of William B. Hansford, and 
also a preemption claim held by him in his own 
rict; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a report and resolu- | 
tions adopted by the Legislature of South Caro- | 
jina, in favor of fortifying Port Royal Harbor, 
and the establishment of a navy-yard and coal- 
ing station therein by the Federal Government; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Alex- 
ander Randall, executor of Daniel Randall, late 
Deputy Paymaster General, United States Army, | 
praying to be allowed further commissions on | 
disbursements made by the testator on account 
of military contributions in Mexico during the 
late war with that Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. i| 
On motion of Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John R. Jefferson, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the || 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


1} 

it 

; ; | 

On motion of Mr. MASON, it was | 
if 


Ordered, That the petition of Bancroft Woodcock, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on || 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


| 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cu_iom, their Clerk, announced that the | 
House had passed a joint resolution (H. R. No. |! 
31) explanatory of the joint resolution ‘* author- | 
izing the President of the United States to confer || 
the title of lieutenant general by brevet,’’ ap- 
proved February 15, 1855. i 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following House bills and joint resolution 
were read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated below: 

Joint resolution (No. 31) explanatory of the | 
joint resolution ‘‘ authorizing the President of 
the United States to confer the title of lieutenant | 
general by brevet,’’ approved February 15, 1855. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act (No, 225) for the relief of Joseph Rich- 
ards, of Berks county, Pennsylvania. Referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ An act (No. 254) for the relief of the heirs of 
Samuel R. Thurston, late Delegate from Oregon. 
Referred to the Committee on Claims. 

An act (No. 298) for the relief of the owner 
and crew of the fishing schooner Florilla. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. I] 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom waé referred the petition of 
Elias Hall, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. No. 483) for the relief of Elias Halli, 
of Rutland, Vermont; which was read, and passed 
toa second reading. The report was ordered to | 
be printed. 

_ Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition || 
of John S. Van Dyke, submitted an adverse 

report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on || 

laims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. | 
No, 381) for the relief of Amos B. Corwine, re- | 
ported it without amendment. 


OCEANIC TELEGRAPH. 
Mr. SEWARD submitted the following res- 








printing of this document. 


| Coast Survey office. 


olution; which was considered by unanimous 


| consent, and agreed’ to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate, if not incompzt 
ible with the public interest, suck information as he may 
have concerning the present condition and the prospects 


of a proposed plan for connecting by submarine wires the | 


magnetic telegraph lines on this continent and Europe. 
WESTERN HARBORS. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- | 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 


| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a copy of the survey and report of 
Lieutenant Colonel! Graham, of the harbors, &c., in Wis- 


| consin, Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan. 


EMOLUMENTS OF LIEUT. GEN. SCOTT. 


Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate any information upon the files of the Departments 


| in relation to pay and emoluments of Lieutenant General 


Scott or his staff, under the resolution of February 15, 1855, 

which may not have been communicated in Executive 

Document No. 56, first session Thirty- Fourth Congress. 
COAST SURVEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating the report of the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, showing the progress of 
that work during the year ending November 1, 
1856, accompanied by a map prepared in obe- 
dience to the act of March 3, 1853; which was 


|| read. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I sendup a resolution, which 


'| I beg leave to submit in regard to that report. It 
| is offered by me at the request of the Senator 


from Maryland, who is not in his seat to-day, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Library, 


| (Mr. Pearce:] 


Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the | 


Secretary of the Tfeasury, communicating the report of the 


| Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1856, in 


addition to the usual number, be printed—five thousand for 


| 
1 


the use of the Senate, and the remainder for distribution | 
by the Coast Survey office; and that the same be printed 


and bound with the plates in quarto form, and that the 


printing of said plates shall be done tothe satisfaction of the | 
| Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 


It is desirable that no delay should occur in the 


the members of the Committee on Printing in re- 
gard to this resolution. } 
had under consideration last year; and the order 


1 ask, therefore, with the 
assent of the members of the Committee on 
Printing, that the resolution be adopted at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
estimate of the cost of publication, at the rules 
require? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The cost will be precisely 
the same as the publication of the work last year. 


1 have consulted with | 


It is a subject which we | 


| for printing was framed in this manner to the | 
| satisfaction of the committee, as well as of the 


Perhaps it would be well to letthe resolution lie | 


over until I have the estimate brought forward: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution 
will be laid over for the present. 


SURVEY OF RIVERS IN MARYLAND. 


Mr. PRATT. I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to have 
compiled, for the use of the Senate, a map from the survey 
of Major Abert of the Patuxent river, in 1824, and from 
the survey of Major Kearney of the St. Mary’s river, in 


Maryland, in the same year, being surveys ordered to be | 


made by the Board of Internal Improvements, under the 
late General Bernard, to be compiled as one map, on a 
suitable scale. 

I will state the object of the resolution. It js 
known to the Senate that a project is on foot in 
England to establish a line of steamers to this 


| country of very much larger draught than those 


which have been heretofore used; and the diffi- 
culty, as I understand from the agent of the 
parties engaged in the enterprise, is, that none 
of the ports of the United States, so far as their 
depth of water has been yet ascertained, is of 
sufficient depth to enable them to run such a line 
of steamers here. I have learned, accidentally, 
that the surveys to which the resolution alludes, 
show that those rivers furnish water of fifteen 
feet depth up to the wharves, so that it will enable 
the English people to establish such a line, if 
they should hereafter desire it. A survey has 


been already made; and the resolution provides | 
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| only that that information may be given t 


- eS 


) j o the 
public. It has been lying since 1824 in the 
archives of the Government, 


Mr. WELLER. If I understand this resolu- 


tion it proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 


, compile and republish certain maps of surveys 


now in his office. I should like to have some 
idea of what will be the expense of that republi- 
cation. I suggest whether it is not better to have 
it referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PRATT. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to that reference if it is desired by any one; 
but I am informed by the chief of the bureau that 
the cost will be about $3,000. It is certainly of 
great merit, and one that will be useful to the 
country, more than commensurate with the ex- 
pense. 

Mr. WELLER, My impression is, that un- 
der the rules of the Senate the resolution neces- 
sarily goes to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PRATT. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to that reference if any Senator desires it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 


| tion will be referred to the Committee on Printing 
| under, the rule. 


Mr. JOHNSON. That reference is usually 
made more upon questions of cost than anything 
else. This is a matter that affects our commer- 
cial relations very materially. If the Committee 
on Printing were satisfied that it was a material 
object, and one necessary to the prosperity of 


| any part of this Union, they would report in 


| favor of the printing. 





W ould it not therefore be 
better to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Commerce ? 

Mr. WELLER. Under the rule of the Senate 
it necessarily goes to the Committee on Printing. 
That is the point [ make. One of the objects we 
had in view in the organization of that committee 
was to decide this very question. If the Com- 
mittee on Commerce take charge of the resolu 
tion, and report it back to the Senate, then under 
the rules it will have to go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
to the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 


I shall make no objection 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. ADAMS. Some of the committees, I 
understand, and { have no doubt of the fact, 
require clerks; and in order that the appoint- 
ments may be made, Lask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution upon that 
subject, and dispose of it in some way. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


| proceeded to consider the resolution offered by 


Mr. Jones, of Iowa, in relation ta the appoint- 
ment of clerks to such of the standing commit- 
tees of the Senate as have been heretofore author- 
ized toemploy them. An amendment to it was 
reported by the Committee on Retrenchment, to 
which Mr. Srvarr offered another amendment 
when the subject was before under consideration. 
Mr. Sruartr withdrew his amendment; and the 
amendment of the committee was modified so as 
to strike out all of the original resolution after the 
word ** Resolved,’’ and insert the following: 


“ That the authority to appoint permanent clerks to com- 
mittees (except as to the Committee on Printing and Com- 


| mittee on Finance) be, and the same is hereby, rescinded; 


and that hereafter appointments of clerks to committees 
shall be made by the consent of the Senate, upon application 
of the committee desiring such clerk; and that no clerk of 
a committee shall receive any compensation for any other 
public service during the time he shall hold such appoint- 
ment.”? 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I move to insert after the 
words, ** Committee on Finance,’’ the words,*‘ and 
the Committee on Claims.’’ The Committee on 
Claims of the Senate have had a permanent clerk 
for several years past. I am a member of the 
Committee on Finance, and also chairman of the 
Committee on Claims—I have been chairman of 
that committee for several years—and I beg leave 
to say to the Senate, that a permanent clerk is 
much more necessary to the Committee on Claims, 
in consequence of the number of claims before 
that committee, than to the Committee on F'- 
nance. There is necessity that the traditions of 
the office and the records of the committee should 
be kept. It becomes necessary also to have @ 
clerk who can go to the Departments on the byst- 
ness of the committee. I undertake to say, and 
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I think it is the judgment of every member of that 
committee, that its duties could not be properly 
discharged without a permanent clerk. I think 
the chairman of the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, before whom the accounts 
of clerks of this kind go, will agree that the clerk 
to the Committee on Claims should be a perma- 
nent ove. | hope that a permanent clerk will b 
continued to that committee. I say this not for 
myself, because I do not expect to remain chair- 
man of the committee longer than the close of this 
session. I have served there during the last six 
years, and that is quite long enough. 

Mr. PUGH. At the close of the last regular 
session I offered a resolution, which was adopted, 
but afterwards reconsidered and laid on the table, 
to constitute the clerks to several of the standing 
committees permanent clerks, I did it on the 

rinciple that we had made the employés of the 
Rican generally permanent officers, and it struck 
me that the leading committees of the Senate 


derive a great advantage from having permanent | 


clerks. Bat if that resolution be not adopted, l 
shall certainly be compelled to oppose the ameud- 
ment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
We have provided an expenditure of more than 
$20,000 annually for ascertaining claims against 
this Government, inthe shape of salaries of judges 
of the Court of Claims, of the attorney and two 
assistants, of the clerk and assistant clerk, to- 
gether with other expenditures, and yet we are 
told that we must still zo on to give the Commiut- 
tee on Claims an advantage over other standing 
committees. If this expenditure does not relieve 
the labors of that committee, we certainly ought 
to retrace our steps and abolish the court. I have 
no objection if it be understood that, to relieve 
the labor of Senators on the important commit- 
tees of the Senate, the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, or on Contingent Expenses, may select 
certain committees, and give them permanent 
clerks; but I shall oppose a proposition to make 
a permanent clerk for any committee specially, 
except the Committees on Printing and on 
Finarce. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I think it is a 
bad policy to select some of the clerks of com- 
mittees and make them permanent, and leave 
others to he dependent ona resolution of the body 
atevery session, It createsa disagreement among 
them. The course which strikes me as being 
best is to put them all on the same footing. It 
prevents any of the jealousies and annoyances 
to which they are subject, and to which, perhaps, 
some of them may subject members of the Sen- 
ate. If we are to have committee clerks at all, 
they should,in my judgment, be permanent. In- 
stead of that, however, we have an individual 
contest in regard to each committee, and reasons 
are given why its clerk should be permanent. I 
think there is much stronger reason why the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
should have a permanent clerk than the Commit- 
tee on Claims. I have no doubt that the Com- 
mittee on Claims have business enough to em- 
ploy a clerk, but itis of a temporary character, 
and the Post Office is a permanent institution. 
Under the circumstances, it seems to me that the 
best way.to dispose of the subject is to have 
clerks only for such committees as need them, 
and then make them permanent. By that course 
we should avoid the continual agitation of this 
subject at the beginning and end of every session 
of Congress. If the Senator from Ohio will 
make that motion I shall very cheerfully vote 
with him; and if he does not, I will make the 
motion myself, that all the clerks authorized to 
be nereene to the committees of the Senate be 
placed on the same footing. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If it shall turn out that, 
owing to any extraordinary accumulation of 
business in the hands of the Committee on Claims, 
they require a clerk, by this resolution they are 
to apply to the Senate and make it known. I 
do not see any necessity for assuming that a per- 

tual clerk will be necessary. This necessity 
is one of modern occurrence altogether; and as 
the gentleman from Ohio has well remarked, the 
Court of Claims ought to have diminished, and 
must have diminished to a great extent, the labors 
of the Committee on Claims. I am not willing, 
therefore, to assume that that committee will 
require a permanent clerk. The gentlemen of 
that committee will be leftfree at any time when 
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| they see the necessity, to ask for the appoint- 


mentof aclerk, and the Senate will consent to it. 
[ hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky isagainst the exception which 
is already in the resolution. By the resolution, 
as submitted by the Senator from Mississippi, a 
permanent clerk is given to the Committee on 
Finance. I am a member of that committee, 
and also a member of the Committee on Claims; 
and I unhesitatingly say, there is much more 
necessity for a permanent clerk to the Committee 
on Claims than to the Committee on Finance. 
Strike out the exception in favor of the Finance 
Committee, and let all these clerks stand on the 


/same footing, and I shail have no objection to 


it. But there is an invidious distinction between 
the clerks of these two committees, to which so 
many matters are referred. Ten subjects are 
referred to the Committee on Claims of the Sen- 
ate, where one 1s referred to the Committee on 
Finance. . 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I am & little 
surprised at the opinion expressed by the Senator 
from Pennsylvama. If his own experience has 
not convinced him of the necessity of having an 


, experienced clerk to the Committee on Finance, 


and if he has not already been convinced that in 
order to do that he must be permanent, I do not 
know that [ could add anything by way of argu- 
ment to convince him; but I think he is probably 
the only gentleman on that committee who 1s 
of opinion that there is as much propriety for 
making the other clerks permanent as there is for 
making the clerk of the Committee on Finance 
permanent, 

As proof of this, I may refer to the fact, that 
the only two permanent clerks to the committees 
of the Hlouse of Representatives are one to the 
Committee of Claims, and one to the Committee 
of Waysand Means. ‘They have found it neces- 
sary to have a permanent clerk there in order to 
secure a man of sufficient experience—I will not 


say ability—to discharge the duties of that post. | 


If you destroy this provision, the consequence 
will be, if you have a clerk at all, you will have 
to engage him from session to session, and the 
chances are that you may get such aone as ought 
not to be in that place. It is indispensable that 
you should have an experienced man, because 


we all know how much depends upon the clerk | 


in the committees of conference on appropriation 


bills. A very slight clerical error on his part 


might occasion the Government the loss of large 
sums of money; and everybody who has been on 
those committees of conference, it seems to me, 
must be of this opinion. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I think the 


difficulty on one branch of this subject can be | 
gs? .s | 
remedied in another way more effectually than 


by any mode yet proposed. The objection to 
giving clerks to the committees generally is, that 
many of those committees have no labors to 
perform. It is true that there are several com- 
mittees of this body which are nominal; several 
which have no duties; several thatdo not perhaps 
meet once a session. I think the right way is to 
abolish those committees, and retain only such 
as have labors to perform, and then give a clerk 
to each one of the laboring committees. 

The difficulty now arises from the delicacy of 
discriminating between those that have labors 
and those that have not. Without any reference 
to the mode in which committees are now organ- 
ized, | would indicate, to illustrate my idea, the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. I suppose 
that committee has no duties to perform. No 
subject is referred to them. River and harbor 
and internal improvement measures go io the 
Committee on Commerce. There are no duties 
to be performed by the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. It is said that it is indelicate to give the 
other committees a cierk and not give that com- 
mittee one also. Then let us abolish the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, that has no duties, 


and assign the members of that committee to | 


other committees where they will have an oppor- 
tunity of laboring and have a clerk to assist them 
in their labors. ‘There are several other commit- 
tees, like the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
that have no labors to perform. I would abolish 
committees that have no duties, and give a clerk 


_ to each committee that has duties to perform. 


I see no necessity, however, for making those 





December 23 


clerks permanent. if we give them a reasonable 
fair compensation during the session of Congress’ 
I have no doubt we can get men competent to ; S 
form the duties for the per diem allowed, with. 
out making them permanent through the weer. 
but on that point I have no particular choice i 
would prefer giving them a per diem during the 
session and reducing the committees, lopping of 
those that have no duties and giving a clerk to 
every committee which has duties to perform 

Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, were this 
question a new one, and were the object of the 
Senator from Mississippi to make this curtaj). 
ment prospective, I should not have a word ty 
say about it. But as some allusion has beep 
made to a very important committee, of which 
have the honor to be chairman, I think it necog 

sary to protect that committee from the imputa- 
tion cast upon it by the Senator from I)linois. 
You, sir, recollect that I succeeded to your 
place as chairman of that committee. | found 
myself in the possession of a clerk and a yery 
comfortable room. I inherited the office. | dy 
not mean to say that if I had had to take the 
initiative in that business I would have ventured 
to propose that a clerk should be selected for thay 
committee. [agree with the Senator from ]}jj. 
nots that that committee may be dispensed with: 
but I ask whether it would be fair now, when 
the clerks of all the committees have been jy 
attendance for several months, at Washington, 
calculating, and justly calculating, that a system 
which had existed for four or five years would 
be continued, to cut them off without notice? | 
will state, as regards the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, of which I am chairman, that several 
matters have been referred to that committee, and 
we have met more frequently than the gentleman 
‘supposes. Last year, I think we had three or 
four protracted meetings, to consider the subject 
of constructing a canal on the Indiana side, at 
the falls of the Ohio. There was a difference of 
opinion among the committee; but on one occa- 
sion a very elaborate report, of which I have the 
paternity, but which, in fact, emanated from th: 
present President of the Senate, was presented 
by that committee—a very voluminous, and, | 
think, able report. I claim no credit for it except 
to have presented it to the Senate. 

All L ask, and I think my request is a reason- 
able one, is this: so far as my committee is con- 
cerned I shall make no objection whatever to its 
abolishment; nor shall I ask to have a clerk, if I 
continue to be chairman of that committee, after 
the termination of this session. I think this is 
a proposition which will commend itself to the 
consideration of every Senator present. I think 
there is an implied consideration to pay these 
clerks during the session. After that, 1 have not 
a single word to say. b 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, that [ would not consent to 
the injustice of dismissing the clerks now em- 
| ployed during the present session. I take it for 
granted that whatever changes we make will take 
effect from and after the 4th of March, and that 
we will not dispense with those who have come 
| here and taken their positions; that we will not 
throw them out of pay and service after having 
come here for the purpose of performing their 
duties. That would be an act of injustice, to 
which I would not consent for a moment. The 
suggestion I made was in reference to a permanent 
system—that every laboring committee should 
have a clerk, and that all useless committees 
should be dispensed with. When we adopt that 
principle, | think we shall have no difficulty on 
this subject. ? 

Mr. ADAMS, Whatever disposition the Sen- 
ate may think proper to make of this resolution, 
is a matter of indifference to me. The Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment felt very great delicacy 
in determining what committees required, and 
what committees did not require, clerks; and, 
therefore, were of the opinion that it was proper 
to throw the responsibility on each committee ' 
| call on the Senate for a clerk if it thought ove 
necessary. . 

The Committee on Retrenchment, of which I 
have the honor to be chairman, has had a clerk 
| for a portion of the time. 1 will say, howev' + 
_in justice to that committee, as it has been « 
|| luded to on various oceasions, that no clerk was 
| appointed until March of the last regular session", 
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nd nop ; > ° 
aaa of his entering upon his duties. The num- 


ber of references is not always a criterion of the 
amount of labor performed, either by a com- 
mittee or its clerk. That committee had devolved 
on it very important duties, if we could ever have 
eueceeded in complying with the requirements of 
the rules, which we have not been able to do. 
The committee, however, did institute an inquiry 
into all the Departments to see whether any 
changes were necessary in their organization. 
Though we made but one report at the last ses- 
sion to the Senate, there was much other labor 
performed, and performed by the clerk, too. We 


ayment was made to him, except from the 


reported but one bill, and that bill is still pending. | 


We reported one bill more than we could induce 
the Senate to consider. Although we did little, 
we did more than we could get the Senate to act 
on. en oge 
object except to throw the responsibility on each 
committee and on the Senate. We reported the 
resolution to take effect from and after its pas- 
save. As to the committees that may need 
clerks, and the injustice that may be done, I can 
only say, that so far as the Committee on Re- 
trenchment is concerned, we believe that no clerk 
is necessary for that committee during this ses- 
sion, and we so notified our old clerk in advance. 
None was appointed at the special session, and 
pone was paid. e 
Mr. MASON. I amas little disposed to be 
austere upon this subject as any Senator present; 
but we must all be conscious, in the experience 
of the Senate, that the regulation of the pay of the 
officers of the Senate is prone to abuse. [ listened 
with great pleasure to what fell from the Senator 
from Pennsylvania in reference to the clerk of the 
Committee on Claims. 
eight years ago, chairman of that committee, and 
we had a very able and efficient clerk. 


I was myself, seven or | 


That committee, on this occasion, has no | 


It was | 


then represented to me, and very strongly urged, | 


that there was a propriety in making that clerk 
permanent; and as a reason for it, it was said it 
was better to keep a docket, and have entered 
from session to session the various steps that 


were taken by the committee in reference to | 
claims, which we could have for future reference, | 


to erect itinto asort of bureau, and keep a docket, 
and keep the records in regular form, with the 
proper indorsement, that we might be apprised 
of what took place. It was said that an example 


had been set already by the House of Represent- | 


atives, where the clerk of the Committee of Claims 
was permanent. {could not at that time see any 
poet in it, and with a great deal of reluctance 


opposed the proposition which was made. I | 


do not recollect whether it was made in the Sen- 
ate, but | know it was urged upon me as the chair- 
man of the committee; and it seems to me now, 
since avast number of the claims which formerly 


came before Congress are referred to the Court of | 


Claims, that there is less urgency for it now than 
there was then. 


sut I feel some interest in the subject generally; | 


because I do not know whether the opinion is 
gaining ground—but the idea is very strongly 


pressed—that if you make one clerk permanent | 


you thereby disparage all the rest if they are not 
made permanent. So if you make two clerks 


permanent it will be a still greater disparagement; | 


and it has been said, that it is a sort of discredit 
to those who are not made permanent. 
reasoning has no effect upon me—none in the 
world. If the duties of the offices require per- 
manency, or if there is pecnene in it for any 


All that | 
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on Printing and on Finance—I believe all agree to || 


their propriety. Although I have never veen a 
member of the latter committee, I have had occa- 
sion to read their reports; I have had occasion to 
make myself familiar with the subject of those 
reports; and I can very well understand, that if 
they were intrusted to an incompetent hand they 
would not only involve a vast deal of drudgery 
and labor on the members of that committee, 
especially the chairman, but they would lead to 
inaccuracies and to difficulties. Unless a clerk is 
competent, itis better to have no clerk atall. I 
can very well understand that a man of peculiar 
fitness and adaptation and experience must be 
taken for that post. I can see a propriety, there- 
fore, in having that office permanent; but I sub- 
mit to the Senate whether it would not be a pre- 
cedent that would bring us into trouble, and be a 
dangerous one to adopt, to make all the commit- 
tee clerks permanent officers. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the better way to dis- 
pose of this subject is for the Secretary to call 
over each committee in succession, and take a 
quicP vote of the Senate whether it shal! have a 
clerk or not. Some of the committees | know 
do not need aclerk. The greatest labor some of 
the clerks have is to come up once a month, get 
their pay, and go back again. If they have pay, 


| there ought to be a graduation in their compensa- 


tion. I know that some deserve a great deal 
more than others on 2 quantum meruit. I shall 
say nothing of the committee over which I pre- 
side; but I know one thing, and I will say it in 
reference to a great many other committees—if 
there were no committee clerks at all, persons 
who are interested in the dispatch of business 
would find that their business was not in sucha 
state of preparation as it has been since clerks 
have beenemployed. WhenI went on the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary there was no clerk 
attached to it; and I found it very difficult to ex- 


| amine all the books and have the papers there 


i as industrious as any other. I 


ready to write out my reports. I believe the 
gentleman who is the clerk of that committee is 
i have found it 
exceedingly convenient to have him here in the 
vacation, that | might keep in communication 
with him in reference to the salaries of marshals 
and other officers where cases have been submit- 
ted tous. I suggest that the committees should 
be called over in their order, and let us take a 
quiet vote whether each one shall have a clerk 
or not. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the amount of compensation that these 
clerks will receive if they are made permanent, 
as is proposed. I have taken the pains to make 
the calculation upon the basis of the rate of pay 
awarded them, and I find that these permanent 
clerks will receive $2,628 annually for their ser- 
vices. I do not hesitate to say, that they will be 
paid more in proportion to their services than any 
officers of the Government, or any other officers 


| of the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to say, that the 
present permanent clerks get the salary of the 
clerks in the Secretary’s office—g1,800. The 
clerk to the Committee on Finance receives that 
sum. 

Mr. CLAY. Not six dollars a day? 

Mr. HUNTER. No; buta salary of 91,500 
a year. 


Mr. CLAY. Well, even if they are paid $1,800 


|, annually, the pay would far exceed the amount 


other reason, | would cheerfully accede to it. | | 
shall presently ask that the Senate will allow the | 


Committee on Foreign Relations to appoint a 
clerk; but I shall certainly not ask that that clerk 
be made permanent; and [ shall regret very much 
if it be Rend agreeable, as doubtless it will be, 
to the gentleman who has so satisfactorily filled 
the place for a considerable time, to be made a 
permanent officer; but I know that there are not 
duties enough of that committee, although some 
may be discharged in the vacation, to give pro- 
priety to any such proposition. I should be 


reluctant, however, to see anything like a prin- | 


ciple established, or an apparent principle, which 
would make the situation of those gentlemen who 


are not made permanent disagreeable and unsatis- | 


factory to them. 


In reference to the only two exceptions which 
have been made—the clerks to the Commaiitees 


| 


of service rendered, except, perhaps, as to the 
two committees which have been allowed perma- 
nent clerks. There are at least four committees 
here that have never made a report since I have 
been a member of the Senate; and yet I know that 
two of them, perhaps all of them, have had clerks. 
There are other committees that actually make 
reports it is true, but do not make a dozen reports 


| during a session of Congress; and yet we have 


men paid at the rate of six doliars a day, and 
twenty percent. additional at the end of the ses- 
sion, for sitting still in the office, and, as the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina remarks, going monthly 
to draw their pay. Any labor they may perform 
beyond that is merely to supply the individual 
wants of the members of the committee. 
Mr. PUGH. I shall vote for the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Retrenchment, 
because [ understand it is simply establishing 
permanent clerkships for the Committee on 
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Finance and the Committee on Printing, leavin 
the subject, then, fair for us to begin with, i 
have no objection to compensating the clerks of 
whom the Senator from Louisiana has spoken, 
up to the present time; but I cannot vote to con- 
tinue them during the present session. If the 
resolution of the committee shall be adopted, I 
shall then offer a resolution in which I have 
selected the leading committees of- the Senate, 
and authorized them to employ permanent clerks. 
I hope we may have a test vote, and make an 
end of the question one way or the other. Ido 
not ask myself the question stated by the Senator 
from Alabama—what is the expense of it?—but 
lask, what is its necessity? I am not the chair- 
man of any committee; but I belong to two of 
the laborious ones. I have written late at night 
myself on the business of those committees, and 
I do not think the public pays me enough to keep 
me at that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. IVERSON. [understand the proposition 
reported from the Committee on Retrenchment is 
to give to two committees—the Committees on 
Finance and Printing —permanent clerks; exclud- 
ing the Committee on Claims from a permanent 
clerk. lL wish, with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, to enter my protest against this arrange- 
ment. 1 am a member of the Committee on 
Claims, and I say, with all sincerity, that if there 
be a committee belonging to this body that ought 
to have a permanent clerk, it is the Committee on 
Claims. It stands out in bold relief from all the 
othercommittees. I do not, at this time, pretend 
to say that even that committee really has any 
necessity for a permanentclerk; and I doubt very 
much whether any committee of the Senate has 
any necessity for a permanent clerk; that is to 


, Say, any necessity for a clerk who shall perform 


services during the recess or vacation of the 
Senate. The Senator from Virginia talks about 
the Committee on Finance requiring a permanent 
clerkship. Ishould like to know of that Senator 
what he wants of a clerk during the recess of the 
Senate for the Committee on Finance? What 
duties has the clerk of the Committee on Finance 
to perform during the recess, after the Senate 
adjourns? None upon earth; and that Senator 
knows very well that the valuable man whom 
they have for a clerk, when the Senate adjourns, 
goes to the performance of other duties. T under- 
stand he is a clerk in one of the Departments. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. LVERSON. He was formerly. 

Mr. HUNTER. The present arrangement was 
made in order to avoid that. Formerly, he was 


'a clerk in one of the Departments; and in order 


to obtain his services the per diem he got here 
was given toa substitute during the session of 
Congress, and he returned to his desk afterwards. 
Some objection was made to that. It was con- 
sidered rather an evasion of the law declaring 
that a man should not have two clerkships at 
once; and in order to secure his services it was 
provided that he should be a permanent clerk to 
the Committee on Finance. He resigned his 
clerkship which he held in the Department, and 
took this place. 

Mr. IVERSON. That shows the truth of 
what I stated, that formerly, when this gentleman 
was a clerk in one of the Departments, he came 
here and performed the duties of clerk to the 
Committee on Finance. He employed a substi- 
tute in the Department, and as soon as the session 
ended he went back to his employment and ser- 
vice in the Department to which he belonged, 
showing that there was no necessity for his ser- 
vices here during the recess, and no necessity 
whatever for a permanent clerk. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will perceive he 
only came as an accommodation to the public 
service. He got no compensation here, but only 
additional labor. He did it to oblige the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. IVERSON. That does not alter the case. 
Itvis evident that at that time this gentleman did 
not perform clerical duties at the Capitol pertain- 
ing to the Committee on Finance during the 
recess of the Senate. I do not think there 1s any 


| necessity for any committee having a permanent 


clerk during the recess. If there be any excep- 
tion, however, it is the Committee on, Claims; 
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because the clerk to that committee has to make 
out indexes of the various subjects referred to it. 
He has to make out a good many reports. He 
has to investigate a great many cases; and, I 
venture to say, there is not a clerk attached to 
any committee of this body who performs more 
laborious and important duties to Congress, than 
the clerk of the Committee on Claims. Why, 
sir, it would-be utterly impossible for the mem- 
bers of that committee to investigate all the cases 
presented to them—to go back to the annals of 
the Government, and look into the precedents 
which control our action in those cases; but the 
services of the clerk, whois familiar with all the 
legislation of the country from the earliest his- 
tory of our legislation up to the present time, 
who can turn to the volumes, who can turn to 
the cases, who can turn to the reports made on 
the various cases,and show us the precedents and 
principles established, are eminently important to 
the committee for the investigation of any case, 
and without his services I do not see how the 
committee could very well get along. 

To be sure, these services might be rendered 
during the time Congregs 1s in session, and there 
might be no important necessity to employ him 
during the recess; but if there be any committee 
that is entitled to such a permanent office, | think 
the Committee on Claims is entitled to it above 
any other; because clearly he can be, and is, 
engaged during the recess in the performance of 
important services. I understand that the clerk 
of the Committee on Finance, and the clerk of the 
Committee on Printing, have nothing on earth to 
do during the recess. , 

Mr. JOHNSON. As I am chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, I beg to contradict the 
last statement of the Senator from Georgia. The 
reason why the clerk of the Printing Committee 
was made permanent was explained at the time 
to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
and several other gentlemen. I know the neces- 
sity for the clerk to the Committee on Printing; 
and it was explained fully to the satisfaction of 
the Senate. It was essentially necessary that 
there should be some intermediate party between 
the committee, when absent during the vacation, 
and the parties who were to carry on the printing, 
so as to protect the Treasury. I hope the Sen- 
ator will not make that assertion again, when I 
assure him to thecontrary. Nearly all the work 
of that committee is done in the vacation, 

Mr. IVERSON. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think that wherever a clerk 
is necessary to a committee he ought to be per- 
manent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and it must be taken up, unless otherwise directed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. As this matter is connected with 
the progress of business in our committees, | 
hope we shall come to a vote on it, and dispose 
of it some way or other. I move, therefore, the 
postponement of the special order for thirty 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 think, Mr. President, the 
better plan to — would be to appoint a special 
committee to look into the condition cf these 
clerkships, inquire what committees ought to 
have them, and then to graduate the compensa- 
tion to be paid toeach. We had some discus- 
sion of the question at the heel of the last ses- 
sion on a proposition to grant additional compen- 
sation to the clerks, and I threw out a suggestion 
of this kind at that time. I am satisfied this is 
the best course, though it may not comport with 
the views of some Senators. The Committee 
on Retrenchment probably have not looked into 
this matter. I am very well satisfied from what 
I have seen and heard, that there are some of 
these clerks who are really entitled to very small 
compensation compared with what others are 
entitied to. Whilst one has a very large mass 
of labor to perform, another has very fitde or 





nothing to do, and he gets as much as the one | 


who has laborious duties to perform. It is die- 


tinetly understood that there is a great inequality | 


in the compensation received and the labor per- 
formed by these various clerks. There are some 
committees, as stated by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, who really never make any reports, and 


yet they have clerks paid at the rite of six dol- 
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lars a day during the session. It seems to me 


unjust, that a man who is employed here, and 
has to work hard in the performance of his duties, 
should have only six dollars a day, when a man 


who sits in the committee room and hardly puts | 


his pen to paper or looks into a book, has the 
same amount of six dollars. Let the price be 
graduated. Let a committee be raised for the 


purpose of ascertaining, in the first place, by in- | 
quiry among the various committees, whether | 


there is any hecessity or propriety for employing 


clerks at all, and if so, to ascertain the amount | 


and value of their services, and recommend com- 
pensation accordingly. 
the end of the session. I do not propose now 
to disturb the existing state of things, so far as 
the clerks are concerned. 
have their clerks during the present session, and 
pay them according to the compensation hereto- 
fore fixed; but let us have a committee to look 


into this matter during the present session, and | 


at its close report a plan which will put an end 
to the difficulty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to subrifit a 
motion which may meet the views of a majority 
of the Senate. ‘This whole matter is not of very 
great importance, and I do not see anything very 
extraordinary or extravagant in allowing Sen- 
ators some aid and assistance in their committees, 
even when the committees have nothing whatever 
to do. I shall have no hesitation in casting a 
vote in favor of the proposition that each com- 
mittee shall have a clerk, knowing very well 
that those clerks are employed (even when they 
have nothing to do for their committees) in behalf 
of the constituencies of Senators. The class of 
men that are in this body, or ought to be here, it 
seems to me, are such as should have that kind 
of aid and relief. ‘Phe whole subject is a very 
insignificant one. I believe that these clerks 
ought to be made permanent, and feel free to 
vote for thatmeasure. I have no delicacy what- 
ever in voting for it, and no apprehension as to 
its extravagance. I| look at the subject in this 


licrht: I think this resolution ought to be laid on | 


the table, and let that system go on which has 


. . . | 

already been established, and which certainly | 

presents no very crying evil to your considera- 
> - | 


tion. I move to lay it op the table. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask my friend to withdraw 
the motion, to allow me to make a suggestion. 
If we lay the subject on the table, we shall have 
no clerks at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will net insist on my mo- 
tion. I withdraw it for the present, but I may 
renew it hereafter. 

Mr. BAYARD. I agree mainly with the hon- 
orable Senator from Arkansas, but I think he will 
reach his object in another way. Whateverisdone 
with the amendment now pending, I shall make a 
motion to strike out all of the substitute except 
the portion which prevents double compensation, 
so as to leave the original resolution with the 
restriction that no officer shall receive double pay. 
That | think a proper amendment on the part of 
the committee. As to the rest, [ am willing to 


leave to the judgment of every committee of the ‘ 
Senate whether they require a clerk or not, with- | 
| out any application to the Senate, under the res- 
| olution as originally introduced, 


If they choose 
to ask for one when they are not entitled to it, 
the responsibility rests upon them. I am willing 
to take that course without the necessity of 
having individual applications. 1 know that the 
result will be the same in the end. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to say only a word 
upon the subject. Whatever is done ought to be 
done in conformity with some principle. I have 


_ had the investigation of the contingent expenses 
| of the Senate, and [ know that there is upon this 
subject great irregularity. 


For example, at the 
last session, the chairman of the Committee on 


| Finance moved to have a permanent clerk at 


$1,800 a year. I did not object to it. In the 
course of the session the chairman of the Com- 


| mittee on Claims moved a resolution making his 


clerk a permanent clerk at the pay of six dollars 
aday. The result is that the clerk of the Com- 


mittee on Claims got six dollars a day for three | 


hundred and sixty-five days, making $2,190, and 
at the close of the session the extra compensation 
was added, which made his pay $2,440; and the 
clerk of the Committee on Finance received 


\| $1,800, and adding $250 as extra compensation, | 


This might be done at | 


Let the committees | 


| the Senate. 
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he got $2,050. The other committee clerks ne 


| the session received $1,680 and $250 added to 
that, making $1,930. If we are to have perma. 


nent clerks let them be uniform and let the Same 
pay be given to all. The clerk of the Committee 
on Claims has been paid regularly six dollars q 
day for all the year ever since I have been in the 
Senate, until last year the committee decided 
that by the resolution he was put on the same 
footing with all other clerks of committees, ang 
we refused to pay him by the year. At the close 
of the session, however, the chairman got an 
order that he should be continued permanently 
without saying anything about the pay, and of 
course he receives six dollars a day for the whole 
year. That is his demand, that he has bee, 
paid, and he has been allowed twenty per cent 
on that. Whatever is done ought to be done jn 
conformity with some principle. If the chairman 
of the Committee on Claims insists upon having 
his clerk, I hope he will put his salary on the 
same footing as that of the clerk of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is my intention— 
to put him on the same footing with other clerks. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Penn. 
sylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the regoly. 
tion so as to make it read: 

Resolved, Thatsuch of the standing committees as were 
authorized to employ clerks during the last session, ang 
haye not permanent clerks, be authorized for the pres. 
ent to employ clerks, to date from the commencement of 
the session; and hereafter the permanent clerks shall re- 
ceive a salary of $1,800 per annum ; and noclerk to a con- 
mittee shall receive any compensation for any other public 
service during the time he shall hold such appointment. 

The effect of that will be this: There are three 
permanent clerks at present under the orders of 
I have no objection to their stand- 
ing, but they certainly ought not to receive more 
than the fixed salary of $1,800 per annum, which 
is the usual salary of clerks when they are per- 
manent. It leaves the clerks of committees stand 
as before, and it provides the specific restriction 
of the Committee on Retrenchment, which is an 
exceedingly proper one, that no double pay for 


| extra duties shall be allowed. 


Mr. WELLER. I wish toask my friend from 
Delaware a question. I believe the Senate have 
already decided that the Committee on Claims 
shall not be allowed to employ a permanent clerk. 
The effect of the proposition of the Senator from 


| Delaware will be to reverse the action of the Sen- 


ate and allow that committee to employ a perma- 
nent clerk. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not so understand it. It 
may not be exactly the same proposition as that 
rejected, though embodying it in part. That was 
an amendment to an amendment, which applied 
to a single subject-matter. This reverses the 
whole action in thgt respect, and leaves the per- 
manent clerk standing with his salary. It em- 
bodies other matters ina different shape entirely. 
A vote of the Senate might consistently be ih 
favor of my amendment, and yet averse to that 
proposed before, which would have left the clerk 
to the Committee on Claims with a salary of 
$2,400 a year. This alters it. The effect of this 
amendment will be to put him on the same foot- 
ing with the clerk of the Committee on Finance, 
or any other permanent clerk, which, I think, 
ought always to be a fixed salary, and that should 
be about the sum you allow the clerks in the De- 
partments. Therefore I think the proposition 1s 
essentially distinct from that on which the Senate 
have passed. 

Mr. WELLER. I did not present it as a 
question of order. I have no doubt the Senate 
has a right to reverse the decision just made; but 
I desire it to be understood by the Senate that 
they are now called upon to pass on a proposi- 
tion,a part of which was embraced in that already 
passed on by tlfe Senate. In other words, the 
Senate have refused to give that committee a per- 
manent clerk; and my friend from Delaware has 
introduced the same proposition in a different 
shape. If his amendment be adopted by the 
Senate, he will have attained what the Senate 
have refused to give in another form. 

Mr. BAYARD. [| cannot exactly see how 
that is. Itis one thing to propose a permanent 
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lerk at $2,400 a year, and another to make him || resolution to be received, I move to lay the 
c jermanent clerk at $1,800 a year. — resolution and amendments on the table. 
at he motion was agreed to. 


\Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to understand the | 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I now offer this resolution: 


effect of this pengeeane. — ane little —_ 
es t g some Or us. understood the | 4 y 
about it among Resolved, That a special committee of —— members be 
appointed to take into consideration the expediency of so 
amending the 34th rule of the Senate as to reduce the | 


original proposition from the Committee on Re- | 
number and increase the efficiency of the committees, and | 
of providing for the appointment and compensation of the 


trenchment to be that, with the exception of two | 

ermanent clerks, each committee that wanted a 
clerks of the committees ; and that the resolution of the 
Senate passed at the last session on the subject of the em- 


clerk was to come to the Senate to ascertain | 

whether it could be allowed. This -provision 
ployment of clerks be continued in force until the further 
erder of the Senate. 


was reported on account of the well known fact 
that there are several committees which do noth- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It .equires | 
unanimous consent to consider the resolution 


ing and have nothing to do, and yet employ a 
now. The Chair hears no objection. The first 


clerk regularly for no purpose that I can con- 

ceive except for the private purposes of the mem- 
uestion is on filling the blank. What number 
oes the Senate propose? [‘* Five.’’] Five will 


bers of the committee, Now, sir, I wish to 
inquire whether the proposition submitted by the 
be inserted. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Senator from Delaware does not reverse that, and | 
eave every committee to have aclerk under the | 

Mr. HALE. Let the committee be appointed 

by the Chair. 


general practice. If it does, I am opposed to it; 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 

















because that was the precise evil which I sup- | 
posed the report of the Committee on Retrench- 
ment was designed to meet—an evil which I 
think ought to be remedied. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I think, sir, that the Sen- The PRESIDENT pro tempore accordingly ap- | 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovexas,] with his usual || pointed Messrs. Bensamin, Hunter, Dovetas, | 
sazacily, has pointed out to us the true source | ESSENDEN, and BropHEeap 


of embarrassment under which the Senate evi- 

dently labors, and it can very readily be obviated REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 
by ascending to the source. The 34th rule of 
the Senate provides for a number of standing 
committees. We all know there are five or six 
of those committees who have no duties to per- 
form, who never meet, and whose clerk is occu- 
pied in attending to the private affairs of members 
of the Senate with their constituency, franking 
documents, visiting the Departments in search 
of information, and things of that sort. If that 
kind of business is to be done for members of 
the Senate, each member should have his own 
private secretary appointed for that purpose. 
That, however, is not the intention nor the ob- 
ject of the employment of the clerks. I think 
ihat if we shall permit the system which already 
exists to remain for a few weeks longer, and 
provide for cutting off the evil at its source, we 
shall be acting more wisely than by continuing | 


It is understood, I pre- 


the Chair. 


} 


resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
154) to provide for the settlement of the claims of 


widows and orphan children of those who died 
in the service; the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Bayarp, to insert the words 
‘** or grandchild”’ in the eleventh section, so as to 
make it read: ‘* The issue of any deceased child 
or grandchild taking among them the share of 
their deceased parent.”’ 

Mr. EVANS. I merely desire to repeat what 
I said the other day, that the effect of this amend- 
ment will be to send the bill back to the House 
of Representatives; and whether they will ever 
get it up on their Calendar I do not know. Ori- 
ginally my motion was favorable to the scheme 
which this amendment proposes, to wit: to give 
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: || this bill, departed from every princi 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, || justice and national contract, and therefore on no 


the officers of the revolutionary army, and of the || 


as well as the children and grande 
ja right to the fund. You choose by this bill, how- 


185 
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place, because it is confined solely to the officers 
of the Revolution, to the exclusion of the merito- 
rious men who fought for the country. Itis un- 
just,in the second place, because it discriminates 

tween the officers themselves, by giving money 
to an important class of officers whe did the least 
| meritorious service, or no service at all, under the 
| resolution of 1780. 

These objections to the bill cannot be answered. 
They are patent on its face. First, it gives to 
officers and excludes the men; second, it discrim- 
inates between the officers, and it gives to the least 








instead of the most meritorious, in many cases, 

It totally excludes from the national gratitude 
| the great body of the soldiers of the Revolution, 
| If this were a debt, if it were an obligation of the 
| Government, my argument would be answered; 
| but it is avowed in the report, and itis avowed in 
| the provisions of the bill, that it is not a debt. 
| The idea of its being a debt is disavowed. If it 
| is a debt, you have no right to limit its payment 
| to children or grandchildren; but the personal 
| 
| 


suméy that the committee will be appointed by || T@ yresentatives—the administrators and executors 
|| of the parties—have a right to it; and above all, 


| the lineal descendants—the one 
uldren—have 

| ever, to limitit. I say, then, that yes have, in 
2» of national 


| account is it entitled to the consideration of the 
Senate. It is a bill that is gotten up by claim 
agents here, and by the profligate sons of worthy 

| fathers who fought for the liberties of this coun- 


|| try, to plunder the public Treasury. 


Sir, no pensions were paid by the men who 
| won your Revolution. The first pension act for 
any service, however great or meritorious, was 
| passed in 1818; and the benefits of that act, which 
| justly created a great clamor in a republican 
| country, as this was, were given exclusively to 
| the poor; and a man had to swear that he had no 


'| means of livelihood beyond one or two hundred 


| dollars before he could receive any pension under 
| that bill: Even that act, stringent as it was, 
created such a clamor in the country that the next 


this desultory debate on the subject, when every | 
member is expressing his opinion without prob- | 
ably having had an opportunity of investigating 
the subject closely. 

My proposition would be, if it meet the favor 
of the Senate, somewhat like that of the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia, that a special com- | 
mittee of members be appointed to take | 
into consideration the expediency of so amending | 
the 34th rule of the Senate as to reduce the num- 











Congress still further restricted it. In 1828, when 
the fund to the descendants; but when the subject | half a century had passed over the heads of the 
was considered in the House, the bill having been || men who fought your battles, when their genera- 
reported in the form presented here, a motion || tion was gone, when tories and jobbers could 
was made to amend it in conformity with the || not be distinguished from the really meritorious, 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Dela- || the agents came here, and then they were listened 
ware; and it was there rejected. The House || to with willing ears by the representatives of 
having decided against it, if the bill be sent back || those men who had won public liberty. They 
there it will probably be so decided again, if they || attempted to intimidate Sabie men—and I believe, 
ever get it up for consideration. I hope the || to a great extent, have done it—on the idea that 
Senate will take this bill as it is, rather than run || it would be dangerous to refuse to give douceurs— 






ber and increase the efficiency of the committees, 
and providing for the appointment and compen- 
sation of the clerks of the committees; and that | 
the resolution of the Senate, passed at the last | 
session, on the subject of the employment of | 
clerks, be continued in force until the further | 
order of the Senate. If we will go to work at the 
source of the evil—if we will reduce the number 
of the committees, increase their efficiency, or- 
ganize them better, and report a plan for the 
employment of the clerks of the committees thus 
organized, we shall do what we all appear to be 
aiming at; that is, conduct the business of the 
Senate on a proper basis. , 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Louisiana 
will allow me to suggest that, instead of raising 
a select committee, he ought to send the question 
to the Committee on Retrenchment, and then 
I have no doubt there will be no objection to 


it. 
Rng BENJAMIN. I have no objection to 
that. = : 


Mr. ADAMS. 


the risk of its entire loss by sending it back to 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, when this bill 
was under consideration at the first session of the 
present Congress, | was in the act of presenting 
some objections to its passage, when a motion 
was made by some Senator that it should give 
way to other and more important public business, 
and be postponed until this session. I had then 
said the most of what I purposed saying in oppo- 
sition to it, but I had not presented all my views. 
I propose now to occupy the attention of the 
Senate for a few minutes in presenting my views 
against this bill in its totality, in any shape, in 
any form, or for any amount. 

he bill is based upon no principle whatever; 
neither upon contract, nor upon any sound prin- 
ciple of gratuity. A portion of the report made 
by the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Evans,] appeals to the Senate on the ground 
that this is a national debt; but the bill disavows 
that it is a question ex contractu, or even ex limita- 
tione justitia, and puts it solely on the ground of 
gratuity. The very limitation which the honor- 
able Senator just now opposed, shows at once 
that he puts iton no principle of debt, because, if 
it be a debt withheld by this Government, not 
only the descendants to the remotest degree, but 
the executors and administrators, the personal 
representatives, ought to have the fund. 

he bill, therefore, goes on the principle that 
the money which it proposes to pay is notadebt, 
but is a gratuity, to be given to some “gone 
meritorious services. If it be a gratuity, I say it 
is faulty, for it is too limited; it is grossly out- 
rageous and unjust. It is unjust, in the first 


I hope that will not be done. | 
I think a select committee would be proper. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My only difficulty in | 
making the motion has been that ordinary par- | 
liamentary rules would indicate myself as a 
member of the committee. I would desire not | 
tobe on it. { would prefer that the President of | 
the Senate should select for this committee, if it | 
be the pleasure of the Senate to raise it, such | 
members of the body as have much more expe- 
rience than I can have in relation to the business 
of the committees. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The opposition to a select | 
committee is withdrawn. | 

Mr. PUGH. In order to allow the Senator’s : 





|| to give the public money to those who won the 
|| independence of the country. Here you are 
doing no such thing. The bill in that aspect is 
afraud. It makes merit no reason for the bounty 
| of the Government; it makes service no reason 
for the bounty of the Government; it makes 
| contract no reason for the bounty of the Govern- 
| ment; but it selects a particular class. What is 
the history of that class? I could take many 
illustrations; but I will take the old mother of 
States, that my illustration may not be supposed 
to have an improper bearing, for it is the State 
in which my own father enlisted in the war of 
the Revolution-—the State of Virginia. For forty 
years this was a class whose claims Virginia 
resisted. Her courts were thrown open to all 
citizens who had claims against her. She was 
suable in her own courts. Actions were com- 
menced against her in favor of this particular 
class by which this Government has been in- 
volved to the amount of two millions of money. 
Probably a preliminary remark is necessary to 
explain the case. 
hen Congress passed the resolution of 1780, 
giving to the officers who would remain to the 
end of the war half pay for life, Virginia passed 
a similar resolution for her State line, and many 
other States did the same thing. By the assump- 
tion act of 1790, Congress assumed the obliga- 
tions of Virginia and the other States which had 
_enacted the same legislation. There was one 
class of the officers of Virginia who never were 
in active service, but who contended that they 
were waiting the orders of the Government, and 
they seme the benefit of this resolution. Suits 
were brought; and finally, in 1828, under a de- 
| cision of the Virginia courts, to be found in 


| 
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of some new evidence, Virginia was mulcted in 
$700,000 or $800,000. She came to Congress, 
and in 1832 Congress assumed the debt on the 
principle of the assumption act of 1790, and has 
continued to pay these people until this day. I 
know that, within the last four years, several 
hundred thousand dollars have been paid for that 
class of cases. It was not pretended by these 
officers themselves that they rendered any merit- 
Orious service; it was not pretended that they had 
even been called into the active service of the 
country after their enlistment in pursuance of the 
resolution; but it was contended that they had 
made a contract, and they averred their readiness 
to perform it. The courts at first scouted the | 
claim; but finally, on the discovery of some new 
testimony, they allowed it on the ground that 
the parties were entitled to it by contract. Vir- 
ginia paid the commutation,and Congressassumed 
the debt and reimbursed her. 

I say, then, that this bill is for a class of men 
who do not appear to have rendered meritorious 
service. It includes all the officers coming under 
the resolution of October, 1780. That resolution 
applied to the officers then in the Army who 
should continue until the end of the war or until 
their reduction by the Government. Many of 
them were very soon reduced. Many of them 
never fought a battle or saw anenemy. Those 
who enlisted for three years, those who had 
served, those who had fought in battle, were not 
within the provisions of the resolution. A man 
might have served during the whole seven years 
of the Revolution, as many of them did, and not 
come under the provisions of the resolution. A 
man may have fought at every battle-field in the 
Revolution, and not get the benefits of this bill. 
Cases can be shown where it can be traced by 
undeniable record evidence that meg entered the 
service on the first day and were engaged until 
the firing of the last gun, but they do not come 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Many officers wanted to resign in 1780. It was 
necessary to do something for them in the future. 
The termination of the war was uncertain. It 
was one of the darkest periods of the Revolution. 
Many of the patriots of that day said, ‘* We will | 
not enlist under this resolution; it may be that 
the war will last ten years; but we will stay as 
long as we can; we will stay as long as we can 
support our wives and children, but we will not | 
bind ourselves to the Government to stay until the | 
end of the war.’’ Many of those men remained | 
until the last gun was fired, but they do not come 
within the provisions of this bill, though some 
who did not serve an hour in fact, who happened 
to be enlisted in 1780, are included under its 
provisions. 

That resolution being a contract, I am for the 
contract. Our fathers complied with the contract. 
This very question was referred to revolutionary 
officers, the men of the revolutionary age; men 
getting its benefits; honest, patriotic men; men 
subsequently honored by the confidence of the 
country in peace as wellas in war. On the com- 
mittee upon this subject was Colonel Monroe, 
afterw sli President of the United States. They 
refused to admit any man who was not included 
in the resolution. Mr. Monroe served during 
the war, and he worked his way from the ranks 
to a colonelcy. Some of these men had been 
called from the service into civil employment. 
Another distinguished Virginian was taken out 
of the military service and put upon that com- | 
mittee. He never applied for this money, but 
appeals have been made by his heirs since I have 
been in Congress,and the two Houses would not 
let them have it because he was not within the 
letter of the contract. The matter stood solely 


on contract, not on any merit;and the committee |; 


reported, which report was unanimously con- 
firmed by Congress, that the resolution ought 
not to be enlarged so as to include anybody not 
coming within its terms. 

This bill excludes a large and most meritorious 
class of men who fought during the whole of the | 
Revolution and received nothing but their daily 
pay in a depreciated currency. They are ex- | 
cluded, while a class of officers who, in 1780, ¢ 
happened to be in the service and agreed to serve 
to the end of the war, and continued practically 
some six and some twelve months in service, || 
until the reduction of the army took place, are to | 


} 
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ratification of the treaty of peace, these men 
' came to Congress, and instead of the half pay 
for life promised by the resolution of 1780, asked 
forcommutation. This was during the time they 
were in service, when the resolution of 1780 was 
unexecuted, for they were not to get half pay 
until the reduction took place. They themse 
petitioned the Congress of the United States, in 


lieu of half pay for life to give them some money | 


ves | 


as an outfit, to give them a fund in hand, to give | 


them five years’ full pay or ten years’ half pay, 
which, on a computation upon legal principles 


'| thing. 


then established in England, where the rate of in- | 


terest is very low, would be equal to fifteen years’ 
payment of half pay. At that time, when money 


was very scarce and property relatively very low, | 


the five years’ full pay in hand was probably 
worth twenty-five years’ half pay. It was con- 


sidered by some of the public men of that day | 


as a hard bargain for the Government. It was 
thought that the Government had given more 
than the average of the lives of the office 
then worth; but they were not inclined to scruti- 


was, 


nize closely. The officers wanted a fund in hand, | 


and Congress gave it to them. 
the resolution of 1783 at their own request, and 


its acceptance was to be determined voluntarily | 


by themselves, by a majority of the officers of 
the army of the United States by lines. 

I have in my desk some of the unpublished 
y»apers of General Greene. I hope they will soon 
ve published, because there are in them many 
revolutionary reminiscences, valuable for an occa- 
sion like this, even for the administration of 
justice in this case. Ihave had access to them 


Congress passed | 


through the kindness of his son. When the ques- | 


tion was put to the officers of the respective lines, 


records or private papers of the officers, that a 
single officer of the army of the United States 
objected to it. There cannot be found, as far as 
my researches have extended, a single case of a 
protest ora refusal to accept, except the single 
instance of General Washington, when he was 
President of the United States. 

Mr. IVERSON. Allow me to interrupt my 
colleague for a moment. A paper has been sent 


Henning & Munford’s reports, on the discovery | receive a large sum. In 1783, before the final | 


| of it. 


/would present a case for the conside 
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might not hold him bound if he did protest. Tha 
; ; eration of 
Congress, if the allegation were sustained: but | 
do not consider the statement of the party thirty 
six years after the event took place to be proof 

From the paper which has been read, ;, 
does not seem that there was any protest made 
to the Government. The party may have meant 
simply that he said he was opposed to it. The 
memorial‘is utterly worthless, for the man whom 
he says commuted for him could do no such 

The statement on its face shows that j; 
is not true, because Colonel Lee could not hay, 
commuted for him. No authority could com- 


| mute for hiin but a vote of the line; and therefor. 


| I say it shows his entire ignorance of the ¢ 


| commutation. 


stated, and hence this statement is not on 
Whatever may be the real facts of the case, po 
officer couid commute for another; and nothino 
short of a majority of the line could effect tha 
The lines could reject the offer 


| if they pleased, and take the half pay for life, | 


say again, that the records of this Government, 


|as far as my researches have gone, show jo 


instance of any protest. In some former remarks 
I called on the honorable chairman of the Com. 


| mittee on Revolutionary Claims to inform me 
whether he knew of any, and ke stated that he 


knew of none at that time. 
Mr. EVANS. Idid not know of any; but] 


| know that it is stated in one of the reports which 
| have been made on this subject, that some officers 


objected to it. The fact that they took the cer. 
tificates is not evidence that they assented. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Then 1am correct in my state- 
ment. The records of the Government furnish 
evidence that every one of them was paid his 


|| commutation; but they do not furnish evidence 
in no case have I been able to find, in the public | 


to me on the very subject now referred to by him, | 


with the request that I should read it to the Sen- 
ate if it should be stated that there was no protest 
made by any officer of the Revolution. Without 
intending to speak of the truth or sincerity of the 
paper, knowing nothing about it but that it came 
from a Mr. McLane, who is the descendant of a 
revolutionary officer, | will, as he has requested 


me to do so, do him the justice to read it to the || 


Senate, with the consent of my colleague. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 


Mr. IVERSON. This is an extract from a 
report of a committee of the House of Repre- | 
| sentatives, made January 11, 1816, on the peti- 


tion of Colonel Allen McLane for half-pay: 


“Mr. Chappell, chairman of the committee, reported : 
* That the petitioner was a highly meritorious officer in 


the revolutionary army, attached to Colonel Henry Lee’s ! 


legionary corps, and served until November, 1782, whea, | 


by permission of General Washington, he retired on half 
pay for life. 
he applied at the office of the Auditor of Accounts for his 
half pay, when he was informed that Colonel Lee had com- 
muted it; and that consequently he was not entitled to it, 
and that he must take a certificate of five years’ full pay in 
lieu thereof. He denied Colonel Lee’s authority to com- 
mute for him, and alleges that he never did commute. 


He states that some time after he left the army, | 


He, | 


however, admits that, being indebted and hard pressed for | 


money, and finding that he could not obtain a settlement of 
his accounts for half pay, he did, under these circumstances 
of necessity, accept a certificate of five years’ full pay, pro- 
testing atthe same time against its legality. 
he received from Congress a warrant for three hundred 
acres of land, and states he was compelled to part with his 
certificate and warrant for very small sums.”’ 


Mr. TOOMBS. j 
researches I had found no protest, nor do I believe 
this paper. My statement is not affected by it, 
nor was this a very appropriate place to put itin. 
I had occasion formerly to examine this subject 
in another branch of the Legislature; and I say 


|| that there is nothing to be found on the records, 


to the extent of my researches. That is as far 


as I go. 


If there be any protests, such cases are | 


He also admits | 


My remark was, that in my || 


j 


that any of them protested. The honorable chair- 
man, however, says that is no evidence that they 
assented. I say it is. I say the receipt of the 
money without protest is conclusive evidence, at 
least until the country is shown that they did 
not protest. I assert, again, that a majority of 
the officers must have assented before the reso- 
lution of 1783 could take effect at all. Therefore 
I assert that a majority of the officers of the Rey- 
olution, by a petition from themselves, procured 
this resolution to be passed, and referred its 
acceptance to their comrades in arms. They 
presented their petition to Congress before the 
treaty of peace was concluded. Congress agreed 
to offer them the terms of commutation which they 
asked; they accepted them; received the money, 
and remained satisfied. With the exception ofa 
few cases, which | have found by looking through 
your congressional records — they do not go to 
a dozen; my opinion is they do not go to five. 
These officers lived and died contented with it, 


_ and never uttered one syllable against it. Some 


few of them came up afterwards, probably hunted 
up by claims agents throughout the United States, 
and pretended that they had protested, without 
furnishing the slightest evidence of any such pro- 
test. The claim has grown, because you have 
fone into the business of reaching the public 

‘reasury. Years have been speni by these peo- 
ple; cali when the pensions have run out— 
and it took nearly a hundred years for them to 
run out—when they are gone, the people who 
prowl about, and make fortunes by peddling in 


| pretended patriotism and the sufferings of our 


| fathers, hunt up these claims. 


The list of revo- 
lutionary officers is accessible to them; and prob- 
ably they have written throughout the United 
States, made contracts with heirs, and claim 
large benefits, on the ground that they get the 
vowes of Senators here. They urge, as a reason 


| for their compensation, that probably they own 


a class of themselves; but it is certain that a ma- |! 


jority assented. 
sented, because the resolution required the consent 
to be by a majority. If there be any protest, I 
might look with consideration on the pressure of 


A majority unquestionably as- ! 


{| 


the times, and the necessity of the officer, and I |) 


you, sir, or me. They, of course, would as soot 


_ Say one as the other; perhaps they would rather 


claim one to whom they had no title. They 00 
doubt represented that for a large percentage 
they-would procure the passage of this bill—« 
bill without any merit in justice, without any 
merit in law, but against both. 

There is another objection to this bill of a most 
extraordinary character. Remember that the 
commutation was accepted by the officers. 1n 
1828, after the lapse of forty-seven years from 
the battle of Yorktown, the last important action 
of the war, Congress passed a law giving the full 
pay to all the surviving officers. This bill stops 
at 1826. After 1826, the soldier himself received 
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1856. 
the full pay; and, therefore, if this matter stands 
upon justice, we ought to deduct from the half 
pay proposed to be allowed to the heirs, the 
amount of full pay which the soldier himself got. 
This bill stops at 1826, although the act of 1828 
gave pensions commencing in 1826 to the sur- 
svyors. 

"Tt is alleged in this report that the officers were 
compelled to part with the commutation certifi- 
cates—that they were forced by their necessities 
to sell them. 


ment 
—————_ 


! 


This may be; but the Government 
did exactly what it agreed to do. It agreed to 1 
say them in money, or public securities, or obli- 
rations bearing interest. These are the words 
of the resolution. Congress had no money, but 
said to these men, ‘*We will pay you in public 
securities.”? The records of the country vindicate | 
the honor of our ancestors. They paid every 
dime, principal and interest, at maturity. The 
depreciation of Government stock is no ground 
of claim. Within the last nine or ten years, I have 
known stocks for which this Government received 
one hundred cents to the dollar, fall to ninety- 
eight in the hands of the purchasers. In the last 
war with Great Britain, our securities fell to forty. 
Many a man hard pressed was ere to sell 
his securities at the market price, but that was 
notowing toany want of faith in the Government; 
and this was not owing toany want of faith in the 
Government. If these men took their five years’ | 
full pay and sold it, that was their own fault | 
or misfortune, because, if they had held it, they 
would have received the full amount. They 
wanted a present fund in hand; they commuted 
for that purpose. If they had let it run on, and 
got their half pay at the end of the ten years, even 
then the credit of the Government was good. The 
new Government was established in 1789; the 
debt was funded in 1790, and no such deprecia- 
tion would have taken place. When the Gov- 
ernment has complied with its obligations strictly, 
fairly, and honorably, the fact that the money 
market was in such a condition, or the necessi- 
ties of the officer so great that he was compelled 
to take less than the face of the certificate, 1s that « 
any ground of claim? When was it ever con- 
tended in any country, in any age, that the debtor 
ought to be liable for the depreciation to the 
creditor? 

If I give my promissory note, payable two 
years hence, though the person to whom I give | 
it might have no doubt of my solvency, he could 
not get the cash for it to-morrow in Wall street | 
without payjng a large percentage—probably the | 
best paper could not be sold for less than two per 
cent.amonth. The necessities of the party might 
drive him to pay the two per cent. he value of 
the money enables the holder to give it; but 
would he be allowed to come on the drawer of 
the note, if he discharges his obligation, meets it 
promptly at wpe bo to make up the loss incurred 
by reason of the hardships or os of the 
debtor? I comply with my contract; | am not 
bound to pay until the two years; and if the debtor 
isso hard pressed for money, and money is so 
dear that he cannot realize at seven percent., and 
has to pay more, | am not responsible. In this 
case, the Government paid its obligation at ma- 
turity to the utmost farthing. It was not in de- 
faultan hour. It discharged its duty; it complied 
strictly, literally, honorably, and honestly with 
every undertaking that it made in reference to 
this class of officers, and they were the only class 
of men of the Revolution of whom this can be 
said, 

l assert now that the Government not merely 
complied strictly with her contract—they de- | 
manded of her, and she gave them the pound of | 
flesh—but they were the only public creditors of | 
the revolutionary army to sisal she did full 
justice. What was the fate of the soldiers? 

he soldier served during the war for eighty dol- 
lars. I hold in my hand one of the certificates. 
for eighty dollars. It has never until now been || 
out of the box in which the man who received it 
on it at his own death, thirty-five Years ago. | 
Vhen this currency was issued, it was at the 
nominal value of forty to one, and it got down to 
four hundred to one, and hence many of the old | 
soldiers of the Revolution threw itin their desks. | 
You pay nothing on this certificate. I claim an | 
undeniable right to this, and can trace it to the very | 
svot where it was placed. It stands in the first | 
degree to him who received it from the Govern- || 


i 


| 
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‘ment. The agreement upon its face is for eighty 


dollars—to be paid in Spanish milled dollars. 
Those patriotic people who furnished supplies, 
who furnished arms, who furnished ammunition, 
when they took your public currency for the 
absolute necessities of daily service, knew that 
it was depreciated. They might have entered 
the market town when it was ten to one; but be- 
fore they left, especially if officers came by and 
put it out in sheets, it might be worth only one 
laiadied to one. When Congress passed the 
resolution to pay the eighty dollars to the soldiers 
who served during the whole war, the currency 
stood at forty to one; but by the time they 
printed and stamped them and sent them to the 
paymasters of the United States—I have it under 
the hand of a revolutionary soldier—they were 
eight hundred to one in the scale of depreciation. 
The contract with these men is overlooked here. | 
It has been hardly worth the attention of claim 
agents, I suppose, tolookthemup. The amount 
is too small. The blood of many of them was 


|shed in the public service. To get this eighty 


dollars they had to serve for the whele war. 
These other men may not have served a day in 
actual service; they ‘could not have served by 
possibility three years; but many of the others 
served their five and seven years, fully ended and 


| completed; and if they took a furlough for one 


month, and their time lacked that amount of fully 
completing the contract, the Government of that 
day refused to allow it, and no subsequent Gov- 
ernment has ever paid it. Here, however, these 
men came forward and made a new contract, 
accepted pay under it in 1783; and now in 1856, 
seventy years afterwards, gentlemen say, ‘‘ Let 
us do justice to the descendants of these people gerd 

The report of my friend from South Carolina 
admits that this is not based upon any obligation 
of law. He knew that he could not stand upon 
that ground fora moment. His report says: 

** Gratitude for the service rendered by the officers of the 
revolutionary army may impose the obligation to provide 
for their descendants that reward which was due to their 
ancestors, but the same obligation does not extend to collat- 
erals.”’ 

If it is the gratitude of the nation, why not give 
it to all? Is nothing due to the soldier who 
fought for the whole war, and got no commuta- 
tion? These men to whom I refer may have 
served every day, but they got no commutation, 
because they did not agree to serve to the end of 


the “war? They did not enlist for that time. 4| 


They may have served. They may have quit 
one month before the close of the war. Many 
of the most patriotic men, after the battle of 
Yorktown, when the preliminaries of peace were 
signed in 1782, retired to their farms, and worked 
for their wives and children to make a living for 
themselves; but they did not serve to the end of 
the war, and got no commutation. They stayed 
as long as their country wanted them, and they re- 
lied upon their own exertions for support. Those 
who stayed when the country did not want them 
to the end of the war, under a contract, got the 
benefit of the contract which they made with the 
Government; and therefore I say they are the 
least meritorious of all the men of the Revolution 


as a class—I speak not of the individual men. 


Many of them, doubtless, were among the best 


_and bravest patriots of the Revolution; but as 


a class they were the least meritorious of the 
soldiers of the Revolution. The man who fought 
as long as his country needed him, and quit 


'when the service was over—when the country 


had no further use for him, was a more meritor- 
ious man than he who continued in the army for 
the purpose of getting his half pay for life. The 
one class is included; the other is excluded. 

The honorable chairman of the- committee 
further says in his report: 

“Tf these were legal debts, then they should be paid to 
the legal representatives, and would be assets to pay debts, 
and distributable to the next of kin; but the legal obliga- 
tion was discharged by the election to receive the com- 
mutation.”’ 

The report tells you that the legal obligation 
was discharged by the election to take the com- 


mutation; and now we are asked to give thed) 


bounty of the Government to this class of officers. 


I appeal to any Senator who hears me, when you 


come to the question of bounty, are they pecu- 
liarly entitled to the bounty of the Government 
more than others? The report of my honorable 
friend itself declares that the legal obligation was 
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discharged by the election to receive the commu- 
tation, If you are to give bounty for services, 
on what principle is it that you exclude those who 
may have served during the whole war, and every- 
body except those who got the commutation ? 
But the bill is as remarkable for what is included 
as for whatis omitted. The reportacknowledges 
that there is one set of cases not within the reso- 
lution which Congress for sixty years refused to 
acknowledge; but these cases, he says, are cases 
of peculiar hardship. Does not every Senator 
know, that if you look among the descendants of 
the men of the Revolution, you could hardly find 
a case standing isolated by itself which was not 
a case of outrageous hardship? It was hardship 
to all—poor pay, hard fare, continual danger of 
every sort. The men of that day lived amid 
hardships the whole time. Bring up any par- 
ticular case, and I can show you equal hardship. 
I see no reason for admitting the provision to 
which I allude into this bill, which is admitted 
to be outside of the principle, merely on the 
| ground that it is a case of peculiar hardship. If 
so, make it the occasion for a private bill. 

Another fatal objection to the bill is, that itdoes 
not include those State lines with whom the same 
contract was made, and who should necessarily 
be included, if you go on the principle of the 
assumption act of 1790. Every one of the Vir- 
ginia line, and of the other State lines with whom 
a contract for commutation was made, should be 
included. Are they included in the bill? The 
persons entitled to commutation were of two 
sorts: those who were officers of the Contiaental 
line, and those who were officers of the lines of 
the different States. 

Mr. EVANS. The States generally did not 
give any commutation. Pennsylvania and Vir- 
ginia did. Pennsylvania paid, and I suppose it 
constituted a part of the charge which was funded 
in 1791. Virginia did not pay until afterwards. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This excludes the Virginians 
|} and Pennsylvanians who were entitled to the 
| same bounty as the Continental line, because 
| those States agreed to give their troops the same 
advantages which the nation gave to the national 
troops. In 1790, this was put in the assumption 
act as to both States. Congress aliowed each 
State compensation for what she had spent in the 
general and the particular defense. The obliga- 
| tions of the States to their own troops in the 
particular defense of the State, where there were 
| similar provisions, were assumed; and carrying 
out that idea, the act of 1832 was passed to pay 
the people whom Virginia would not pay in 1790. 
All that Virginia had paid up to 1790 was settled 
| in the act of that year, assuming the revolution- 
ary debts of the different States of the Union; but 
| this class she refused to pay. Afterwards, the 
| officers having recovered from her in her own 
courts, she came to Congress and said, ‘* You 

should assume these debts; they were incurred 
| in the particular defense; they are on the principle 
| of the assumption act, and you ought to pay 
| them.’’? She appealed justly, and Congress did 

pay them, and they ought to go into this bill. I 
| am not authorized to speak for Virginia; but it 
seems to me that her State line, who have been 

paid this commutation by the Government of the 
Tnited States, stand on precisely the same prin- 
| ciple as those in the Continental line who are 
included in the bill. If you pay the one, why 
should you exclude the heirs of those men of the 
Virginia State line, who had precisely the same 
rights? Why should they be excluded by this 
Government, which has assumed the debts of 
every State for every dollar expended either in 
| the general defense, or in the particular defense 
|of the State? I recollect looking through the 
settlements, but I do notcare torip them up. It 
is rather a long story. It may be necessary to 
refer to the condition of some of the States to 
| show the crying injustice of this act. I think that, 
according to the assumption act of 1790, most of 
the States got a premium in advance of what they 
| ought to have bebe paid, except Vermont and 
Georgia. 

One great reason for that was, that Vermont 
| had been recently settled, and her people fought 
| allalong the line very quietly. New York claimed 

her territory, and Vermont was in a singular con- 
| dition. There was a kind of triangular duel, so 
|| far as she was concerned, between — York, 
‘| Great Britain, and the United States, and che was 
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a sort of Midshipman Easy during the whole 
Revolution, having an adverse claim to her terri- 
tory. The State of Georgia, from her having but 
forty thousand inhabitants stretching along the 
Savannah river, was unable to send anybody into 
the continental line, but the settlers were sur- 
rounded by the Indians, and the British were 
attacking them. Every man was on actual ser- 
vice in the defense of his own homestead. That 
whole region of country was a universal camp. 
Whenever a battle was fought—and this is the 
case as to the upper part of South Carolina also 
—the whole community had to come together and 
ficht, because the United States had nota regular 
body of soldiers then. Even at King’s Mountain 
there were no regular soldiers. Those battles 
were fought by the people of the country. They 
were not eihadia in the service, and could not 
be, because they were left to defend the frontiers 
of the States in which they lived. The States got 
no credit for their service. Nothing was paid for 
them. One great reason was, that the States paid 
nothing, and therefore had nothing to charge the 
United States with. Those very men who stood 
in the State of my honorable friend from South 
Carolina—who stood in my neighborhood with 
arms in their hands against tories and Indians, 
from the first to the last day of the war, are ex- 
cluded from the provisions of this bill. There is 
no more meritorious flass of men. The bones 
of many of them are now bleaching in sight of 
the Senator’s own residence. Their children are 
as much entitled to the bounty of the Govern- 
ment as the men to whom he is giving it by the 
provisions of this bill. This discrimination is 
odious and unjust. You may pick up the his- 
tory of any State of the Union,and you will find 
that it works nothing but injustice. 

The people of the frontier States, as were 
Vermont on the one side, and Georgia on the 
other, not being able to furnish a continental 
contingent, though in actual war from the begin- 
ning, did not get much benefit from the act of 
1790. The people of those States were constantly 
engaged, Vermont with the British on the Canada 
line, and Georgia with the Indians. Those 
States got nothing but hard knocks from the 
jritish, and hard work for themselves. Now,a 
class of people, who not only got their pay like 
ieaaenaie else for the same service, but some of 
them for much less service gota commutation of 
five years’ full pay, equal to atleast twenty years’ 
half pay according to the value of money then, are 
to be paid, or rather their descendants are to be 
paid hie act of justice, as itis claimed, though 
the report admits that itis not just. There is no 
law for it. I say that, if there is any national 
gratitude in the case, it extends to those who 
fought in the Revolution, many of whom died 
for their country. You can find, their descend- 
ants easily. Thousands of them are on the 
pension roll. Why exclude the children of those 
whose services have been established, and who 
drew pensions’ during their lives? There can be 
no want of proof in such cases. The service is 
proved; the Government has acknowledged it, 
and paid the man a pension in his life time. 
Even in those pensions which were granted, 
Congress would not allow the men to go back, 
and they could not draw their pensions except 
from the time when the proof was completed. 
In this case, however, it is proposed to go back 
to 1794, and assume to pay them ten years’ half 
pay, asif it were the same thing as paying it 
annually every year. This is a fallacy in the 
bill which | should suppose my honorable friend 
would perceive at once. If he can see no differ- 
ence between paying ten years’ half pay in ad- 
vance, and paying it in equal annual installments, 
his bill in this respect is right; but, if there is a 
difference, his billis wrong. The bill is crude, 
ill-digested, partial in every line, and is based on 
no principle whatever, except favoritism to a class 
who are now on the records of the country. 

Mr. President, | have shown that the records 
of the country establish conclusively that this is 
not a debt; that the resolution of 1780, which 
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| cannot find a single human being who stood for- 
ward for these claims until those glorious defend- 
ers of their country were in their graves. The 
men who fought in the revolutionary war did not 
favor them, The men who were then in the civil 

| councils of the Government refused to acknowl- 
edge them. It was reserved for this day, seventy 
years afterwards, to find men outside and inside 
these walls, whose consciences become so tender 
on this act of justice, as they choose to term it, 

to one class of soldiers of the Revolution to the 
exclusion of the rest. 

| I say there is no foundation for this claim. 
These officers got their commutation, a liberal 
allowance. They gota better fund than anybody 
else. The domestic debt was all swept away. 
What monstrous nonsense it is to talk to us to- 
day about the depreciation of the six per cent. 

| funded debt, when the entire domestic debt of 
the United States was in truth swept from the 
face of the earth! It is now said you cannot 
find it; it is scattered. You can find a great deal 
on the records of the country that was due to 
various people. You know that you paid no 
money; nothing but this trash, and you know 
what it was worth. The newspapers of the day 
and the records of many of the patriots of the 
Revolution show its value. I have seen marked 
at the head of some of it ** scale of music’’—the 
depreciation of pay given to them ! 

The men for whom the bill provides were a 
favored class. They were preferred to the other 
creditors. The other debts were swept out ata 
lick. The depreciation was given as a reason for 
refusing to redeem it. If you will look at the 
reports, you will find that the Government said: 
**[ put out money here first at one hundred cents 


| for the dollar; when there was little of it, the | 


yublic credit was sustained; but it fell to ninety. 
he next was at ninety, next at fifty, and the 
| next, as the Senator has said, at about forty to 
one.’’ The man who took it for beef, cattle, 
or provisions, or iron, or muskets, before he 
could pass it, had to let it go at forty, or thirty, 
until in the end it depreciated to nearly one 
hundred to one. The Government said: ‘* The 
loss is distributed; it is a public calamity; and 
we shall not pay those men who bought it at one 
hundred to one, who are the least meritorious of 
the public ecreditors.’’ The refusal was put on 
that ground by the patriots of the Revolution. 
** You have bought it to speculate on it; the others 
took it for patriotism, and passed it from neces- 
sity, and the loss was distributed from top to 
bottom. You are the last creditors—the least 
meritorious—and therefore we spurn you.’? That 
was the principle. The nominal payment was 


nothing. ‘These mento whom you gave not cur- | 
rency, but a six per cent. fund, and paid the in- | 


terest annually and fairly, and then in 1790 made 
ita pablic stock, come here and say: ** We sold it 
ata discount.’’ ‘Thatis no reason for passing the 
bill. Laffirm that these men were the most favored 
creditors; they were paid better than others; and 
reed not have lost a dime except through their 
own fault or misfortune. Their poverty was their 
misfortune—not the fault of the Government. 
When the time came for payment, the Govern- 
ment paid the debt. 

Besides, this not being a legal obligation, I have 
already shown that in point of justice this class 
is the least meritorious; and I demand in behalf 
of those who did serve the country, some of whom 
fought and died for it, all of whom labored for it, 
that you shall not prefer these favored officers of 
the Revolution, who have been better treated than 
they have, either to them or their descendants. 
I say it is a gross outrage and injustice. 

You are called upon to pass this bill to reward 
the children of those who fought for their own 

| liberties. It is a very poor pretext for an honor- 
able man to come and tell the Government, ‘* My 
ancestor fought for his own and the public lib- 
erty; he did not choose to be a slave to a foreign 
despotism; but with manliness, and honor, and 
patriotism, he fought during the war; now pay 
, me for this; I want to be paid in hard dollars for 
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notice of a remark which has been made by 
| Senator from Georgia in regard to Colonel! A) 











this bill, for they were laid before the Senate the 
other day by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Evans;]} but I rise merely to take 


the 


‘ le 
McLane. I| presume he misunderstood the a. 


acter of the paper which was presented to the 
Senate. If I understand it, that paper is a copy 
of a report made by a committee of the othe; 


House, in which they say that Colonel Aljey 


McLane stated, by his petition, that he had pro. 
tested against the commutation. The honorable 
Senator from Georgia said that he did not belieye 


'Colonel Allen McLane’s statement. I under. 


stood him to say that. Now, sir,I do not know 
whether Colonel Allen McLane’s statement js 
true or false; but this I do know: that from the 
knowledge I have—from the information I haye 
derived from my father, and others in the State 
of Delaware, of the character of Allen McLane, 
and from the reputation his memory bears in that 
State now, I feel warranted in saying before the 
Senate and the country, that where Allen McLane 
was known (and he was well known not only in 
Delaware but out of it, because he was a gallant 
officer of the revolutionary army) any statement 
he made in reference to himself, or otherwise, 
would be entitled to as much credit as any state- 
ment which could be made on this floor by any 
gentleman who occupies a seat in the Senate, 
Mr. TOOMBS. Waiving the last remark of 
the Senator, there is no question, unless he 
chooses to make one, as to the veracity of Mr 
McLane. I think his attempt to do it is exceed- 


ingly gratuitous on his part. 


Mr. COMEGYS. Probably [ misunderstood 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I said that the reason I did 
not believe the statement was, that he was evi- 
dently mistaken in the material fact which is 
proven by the records of the country. The 
statement was, that Colonel Lee had commuted 
for him. I said that was not true; because he 
could not commute for him. 

Mr. COMEGYS. It may be true that Colonel 
Lee did not. I probably misunderstood the 
Senator. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Therefore I said I did not 
believe the statement. The gentleman may be 


| correct as to his veracity. I know nothing at all 


about it. I spoke from no knowledge of him; 
but I took his own account of the fact, which, 
put by the side of the public records, shows it is 
not true. 

Mr. COMEGYS. It may not be true that 
Colonel! Lee commuted for him; but it is un- 
doubtedly true, I think, that Colonel Allen 
McLane thought he did it. I did not wish to do 
any injustice to the Senator, or make any impu- 
tation on him. I merely wished to rescue the 
character of Colonel Allen McLane from what I 
thought—though | am very glad to be informed 
to the contrary—was an imputation or a charge 
that he had stated what was not true. I under- 
stood that to be an imputation on his veracity, 
though the explanation is entirely satisfactory; 
and I do not wish to do any injustice to the Sen- 


ator from Georgia, or anybody else. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, since the name 
of Mr. McLane has been brought up, I think it 
proper to say, that in early life | knew him, and 
ne was one of the most gallant and patriotic and 
efficient officers in the whole country. I have it 
from my own father, who served under him, that 
a more courageous and active officer he never 
saw, and his reputation stood then among the 
highest of the officers of the Revolution. He 


was remiarkable for his activity; and I believe one 
| of the most honorable men we had at that time. 


Mr. PUGH. I move to strike out the fourth 


_and fifth sections of the bill, which are: 


“Sec. 4. and be it further eaacted, That the benefit of 


the resolution of the twenty-fourth of August, seventeen 
| hundred and eighty, shall be extended to the widows and 
| orphan children of all officers who died in the service at 


any period during the war of the Revolution, whether such 
officers belonged to the Continental line, or to any volun- 


| teer corps called into service under the authority of any 


ane Sas 
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State ; but no payment shall be made under this clause 


General Washington and the men of the Rev- § the honor and the chivalry and patriotism of my except to the widows and orphan children of such deceased 
olution were constantly appealing to Congress to | ancestor. I tell you, Mr. President, it is not |! officers. 

carry out, was carried out. There is no appeal || good money—it is bad money—it is dishonorable || “Sec. 5. .And be it further enacted, That surgeons’ mates 
from them. Although the report which was made | to the memories of those who fought your battles || snail apanenes to the benefit of the re of = = 
to the House puts it in such a way as to leave the | to accept it. Ce ent eaten erence fet, Sees’ 


; . > . : i ici d sur- 
inference that this debt was sustained by the great Mr. COMEGYS. Mr. President, I do not rise | oan ee EE 


authority of the men of the Revolution, I say you \l for the purpose of discussing the principles of Mr. STUART. Mr. President, as I intend to 
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vote against the bill, 1 must ask the attention of 
the Senate for a few minutes while I state the 
reasons which will induce me to give that vote. 
[ have given to this case as much examination as 
my time would permit since it was’ introduced 
into the Senate, and I confess to you that | am 
not able to see any tenable ground upon which it 
can stand. The report, as has been shown by 
the Senator from Georgia, made by the committee 
itself, states unqualifiedly that this is not an in- 
debtedness, and assigns thatas a reason why the 
fund is limited to certain heirs. : 

Now, at the threshold, the question presents 
itself, under what provision of the Constitution 
do you get the authority to pass this bill? If it 
js not an indebtedness for which the Government 
of the United States is liable, where is the au- 
thority under the Constitution of the United 
States to take the public money out of the Treas- | 
ury, and bestow it on what the committee says 
isa gratuity? I confess that I am entirely unable 
to find any such authority. Do not let us be 
mistaken, Mr. President, on this proposition. I 
read from a portion of the report: 


“The provision is confined to the officer, his widow, 
and lineal descendants—collateral relatives are excluded. 
Gratitude for the services rendered by the officers of the 
revolutionary army may impose the obligation to provide 
for their descendants that reward which was due to their 


ancestors, but the same obligation does not extend to col- || 


laterals.”’ 
Placing the provisions of this bill, you will 
see, on the ground of gratitude. Let us go on: 


“If these were legal debts, then they should be paid to 
the legal representatives, and would be assets to pay debts, 
and distributable to the next of kin; but the legal obligation 
was discharged by the election to receive the commutation. 
The payments to be made under the provisions of this bill 
are in the nature of a gratuity, founded on a moral, rather | 
than a legal, obligation, and the reason for allowing interest | 
does not apply.’? 


I ask again, under what clause of the Consti- 
tution of the United States does Congress find 
the power to take money out of the Treasury to 
nay a debt of gratitude; and by what authority 
is it limited as it is in the bill, if it is a legal ob- 
ligation due for a debt undischarged ? 

“As I do not intend to detain the Senate to | 
amplify any of my positions, I wish to proceed | 
to consider for an instant this alleged debt of 


gratitude. The basis of the claim is a contract || 


originally entered into by the Government on the 
one side, and the officers on the other. Who 
constituted the Government? The people. Does 


. . . . | 
not this stand precisely, in a moral point of | 
view, as if six men agreed to pay the seventh a |! 


certain sum of money, provided he performed a 
certain service. He performs the service. They 
pay him in the manner agreed upon—that is, by 
their note, drawing six percent. He takes the 
note into the market, and sells it at a discount. | 
The day of payment arrives, and the six men 

pay the original amount, together with the inter- | 
est, dollar for dollar. Now, I should like to 

know what gratitude the six men owe to the 

seventh; and I should like to know, looking at it 

in this point of view, if the descendants of the 

soldiers of the Revolution who pay this money | 
owe any debt of gratitude to those who sold 

their claims against them ata discount? Yes, 

sir, your ancestors and mine, you and I, your 

children and my children, are simply engaged in 

paying a liability that we assumed to other an- 

cestors, other persons, and other children, equally | 
benefited by the act. It seems to me that there | 
is a species of blindness when we come to speak | 
of the Government of the United States, as if that 

were some independent legal tribunal, constituted 

by law, and not the people. 

Was this contract honorably made? The 
answer is in the affirmative. Has it been hon- | 
orably discharged? The answer is in the affirm- | 
ative. What is left? I deny, Mr. President— | 
and I call attention of Senators to the position— | 
that there is either legal or moral liability. What 
was the contract? It may be said in a breath, 
that if the Government of the United States had 
known that the war would have terminated so 
soon after the contract as it did, they would not 


-have made it. It was a large price for the ser- 


vices performed. It was a contract made near 
the close of the war. It was not for what these 
men had done, but for what they would do. If 
the Government had known that it was to be a 
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| it was made, and there was every legal, every 


try to carry it out. 

What has been done since? The Government 
went to the- outside border of gratitude when it 
passed a law to pay the officers who were living, 
according to the principle that is now contended 
for in this bill. If I could find the constitutional 


L GLOBE. 
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ide, hei || that sort of argument? Will Congress and the 
| moral obligation existing on the part of the coun- || 
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Treasury be relieved from it? 1 apprehend not; 


|| they ought not to be; so that neither $2,000,000 


authority, and could be shown a living officer | 


to-day who had not been paid his money 1 would 
| pay it, so far as my vote isconcerned. But who 
are the recipients? I may be misinformed; but I 
understand that the President of the United States, 


/and perhaps a brother of his, will receive as | 


the amount due for the services of their father 


| some $12,000 or $14,000 under this bill—the Sen- | 


ator from Alabama says $16,000. I do not men- 
tion this for any purpose except to show the 


enormity of the provisions of the bill, for no mat- | 


| ter whether the individual be the President or 
| a private citizen, those who are the recipients 
under this bill do not need the gratuity of the 
| Government. That is the position. They are 
| men, women, and children, in many respects, and 
in most respects, I think, who are really not suf- 
fering. Sir, the descendants of the officers have 


|| grown wealthy with the descendants of the sol- 


| diers and the descendants of the other people of 
the Revolution, by their industry, by their econ- 
omy, by their frugality. We all stand to-day, 
as a people, upon a nearer level, in a pecuniary 
point of view, than perhaps any other people in 
| theworld. I ask again, why pass a bill, the ben- 
| efits of which go to people who are worth their 
thousands, in some instances their millions, say- 
ing at the same time that it is not a legal debt, 
but is in the nature of a gratuity, resting upon a 
principle of gratitude for what was done? I mt 
there is no authority, in my judgment, for such 
a bill. 

An allusion was made the other day by the 
honorable chairman of the committee to efforts 
that would be made by agents, jf grandchildren 
were made recipients under this bill. He said 
that frauds would be committed and claims would 
be proved which could not be proven now. Why, 
Mr. President, does anybody suppose that this 
| whole structure does not rest upon the efforts of 
agents? Have they not been engaged on this 
| subject for years? Have not members of Con- 
| gress been importuned time and again by agents 
to vote for this bill? What is.the modus operandi? 
They write in the first place to the heirs, to the 
persons to be recipients under this bill, and they 





|| secure their claim. What then? They tell them: 


‘* Write to your Representatives in Congress; get 
| all your friends to write to your Representatives; 

urge upon them the propriety of voting for this 
| bill. Fou must bring something that looks like 
| public sentiment to bear on Congress, or you can- 
not pass it.’’ Does not anybody and everybody 
| know that this is the operation of this and every- 
| thing else of the kind? Talk aboutagents! Why, 
| sir, their hands are in this matter up to their 
| elbows, and to what extent? Some two million 

dollars or two million five hundred thousand 
| dollars will be required, according to the official 
| report, to satisfy the bill as it stands; but do you 
| suppose the Government wil! be absolved on this 
| bill as it stands? Does anybody supposée that, 


|| after passing this bill, your ‘Treasury can remain 


| locked against the plans of the claimants? Do 
| you suppose that grandchildren are going to be 
| cut off? Nay, more, sir: take thatclass of cases 
which have been presented, and will be presented 


| cers-who had no children, who sacrificed as the 
| rest did, their claims; who were supported by 
their friends and other creditors in their old age; 
who owed debts for their own sustenance. Do 


of claimants ? 





| was an Officer in the Revolution under the terms 
| of the original resolution; and you should do so. 

Let a case be presented here to-day, such as I 
| have stated; let individuals come here and show 
| you that they advanced money year after year 


| to sustain a poor old man, a beneficiary under | 
| the original resolution, and then ask you, why | 
|| do you withhold the money from them at the | 
'| same time that you have passed a bill paying it | 


life half pay for some two or three years’ service, || over to the children of another officer who was 


the contract would never have been made. But 


|| rich, and they rich too? 


to you in ten-fold es yortion hereafter—the offi- | 


_ nor $5,000,000 will adjust this claim, 

I must be pardoned for calling the attention of 
the Senate to a little of its past history in connec- 
tion with these revolutionary claims. I recollect 
that when a bill was brought into the Senate and 
passed, and passed the other House, giving lands 
to the States for certain eleemosynary purposes, 

| at was refused the signature of the President, who 
said that the power to dispose of the public lands 
did not inelude the power to give them away; that 
itonly gave the power to sell; and unless there 
was a consideration received the bill could not 
become a law. The President’s objections were 
sustained. I recollect that a bill came here to 
give bounty land to individuals, and there was a 
very strong sentiment on the part of some of the 
same Senators against it; but the agents went to 
work. They have become learned in this sort of 
business. They go to State Legislatures. They 
maneuver there to get resolutions of instructions 
to tie the hands of the Representatives here; and 
therefore, when the amount is large enough, when 
the agents and their clients are numerousenough, 
when there is a sufficient number of millions to 
be drawn from the United States in the shape of 
a gratuity, you cannot resist it. It was said on 
the occasion to which I refer, that there was no 
more authority to grant lands to the States for 
those purposes, than to grant money out of the 
Treasury, and that the clause of the Constitution 
must be shown which authorizes you to take 
pes out of the Treasury and make it a gift to 
everybody. Here stands a bill which makes that 
very proposition, Itis said in the report of the 
committee that it is not a debt, and, therefore, 
| they do not allow it to descend to the legal rep- 
resentatives; that it is a gratuity, and as a gratu- 
ity this bill is to be voted for. 

I stood among the number who believed in the 
construction given to the English language by 
lexicographers. J believed that ‘* dispose of ” 
covers the power to give; it is synonymous with 
it. As high authority as Mr. Jefferson was read 
here during that debate, who, when President of 


the United States, recommended to Congress to 


you suppose you will avoid paying that class | 
No, sir; let this bill pass, and you | 
will be obliged to pay every single claimant who | 


Sir, can you withstand |/ strong 


endow a university with the public lands, saying 
they had clear power to do it, but that they had 
not the power thus to use the money in the 
Treasury of the United States. I also take the 
construction of the English language in relation 
to the power over the money in the Treasury. I 
find no authority inthe Constitution of the United 
States to take money out of the Treasury and 
pay it to the children of the officers of the army 
of the Revolution as a debt of gratitude; but if I 
did, I would take the soldiers of the Revolution, 
I would take those farmers and those merchants 
of the Revolution who furnished their means, the 
result of their hard labor, to sustain the army, 
as soon as I would take the officers. I will not 
say they are more meritorious, but I will say 
they are equally so, and nobody expresses « 
design to pay them. Here is acase presented by 
the Senator from Georgia, of continental money 
taken out of his father’s drawer, from his own 
papers. He took it for service at the rate of 
eighty dollars a year; but there is no disposition 
to pay that. If I were going to leave the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the source to which 
I look for power to do an act, and go abroad upon 
| the great principle of gratitude, 1 never would 
take the descendants of the officers of the Revolu- 
tion to the exclusion of the soldiers and the men 


'| who fed them. 


As I said, I did not rise for the purpose of 
elaborating any propositions which I might sub- 
mit to the Senate; but simply to state the reasons 
why I shall vote against this bill, with the firmest 
conviction in the world that my vote will be 
utterly useless to prevent ifs passage. But, sir, 
believing that the positions I have taken are 
sound, that there is no constitutional authority 
to pass the bill to begin with, which ought to be 
reason enough at any time; and if placed on the 
score of gratitude, that it makes an invidious 
selection among men, I cannot give it my 


support. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have felt my- 
self constrained, heretofore, to vote against the 
|| measure which has come to us With a very 
| recommendation from the honorable 
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Senator who presides at the head of the Comimit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. I understand the 
measure comes to the Senate in the form of a 
bil frém the House, substantially the same as 
that heretofore recommended by the honorable 
Senator trom South Carolina. If the appropria- 
tion that is proposed by the bill be a gratuity, I 
confess | am one of those who are always reluc- 
tant to be the means of conferring gratuities by 
this Government on any class whatsoever. They 
are dangerous to the Government; they enfeeble 
and demoralize it; and they are debauching to 
the people. They teach a people to look to the 
Government for bread, for support, and for main- 
tenance. 

The present case, I understand, is this: the 
Continental Congress, at the urgent instance of 
the cOmmander-in-chief, and for other considera- 
tions, passed a resolution in 1780, agreeing to give 
to the officers who should serve to the end of the 
war half pay for life. At the close of the war, for 
reasons which are set forth in the report of the 
honorable chairman, Congress determined to rec- 
ommend to those officers that they should agree 
to take a commutation of fivt years’ full pay, in 
lieu of the half pay for life which was thus con- 
tracted, and at the same time informed them that 
their consent should not be given individually, 
but should be taken from the majority of the offi- 
cers of each line. Now, it is said, and said with 
force, that the contract to give the half pay for 
life wasa contract made with each individual offi- 
cer who did serve during the whole war, but that 
the commutation was not left to the individual 
election of those officers; and therefore, that, as 
to those who did not elect to take it, the con- 
tract remained in full force. That may be. It 
may be that as to those who did not elect (among 
whom seems to have been the very justly distin- 
guishe d patriot of the State of Delaware, the late 
Allen McLane) there is a contract remaining 
which ought to be complied with. But, as I un- 
derstand the bill, it commits the appropriation not 
to those alone who did not agree to that contract, 
but to all who took the commutation, and were 
previously entitled to half pay for life. I can see 
no propriety in giving that gratuity; for certainly, 
as to those who accepted the commutation—who 
made a new contract with the Government by 
their acceptance, itis in the form of a gratuity, 
It may be that, if it were practicable to distin- 
guish the one class from the other, it would be 
obligatory on us, in good faith, to comply with 
the contract of the old Congress, and give the half 
pay for life to those who did not agree to accept 
the commutation. 

The honorable chairman has said in his report, 
and jusily, that itis nota legal claim. I should 
presume it is not a legal claim, among other 
reasons, because it is competent to the Govern- 
ment, and must be competent to the Government, 
to prescribe its own debts. Itis a power exXer- 
cised in this instance. An individual would be 
be obliged to leave it to other individuals to elect 
in matters that were to bind him; but the Gov- 
ernment undertook to prescribe that it should be 
bound, not by the officer’s individual act, but by a 
majority of their fellows, thus prescribing its own 
debt. ‘Then, as to all that class embraced in the 
bill who agreed to accept the commutation, itis a 
pure gratuity. 

I have been restrained heretofore, among 
other reasons, from voting for this gratuity, be- 
cause I could not see my way clear. Jf we give 
this gratuity to officers who served to the end of | 
the war, and yet give it to them as a gratuity, 
how can we, with any propriety, refuse to give 
it to that class of officers who served up to the 
period when the war, in truth, ended—in 1781, 
though the peace was not proclaimed until 1783; 
and if we give it to them, how can we refuse to 
give it to that class of officers, of whom there 
were many, who were disabled, not by wounds, 
but by constitutional debility or infirmities con- 
tracted in the service from continuing even up 
to 1781; and at last how can we even refuse to 
redeem the Continental currency, one instance 
of which was adduced by the Senator from Geor- 
gia? If we begin to go back, | cannot see what 
18 to arrest the Government in its lapses down to | 
an obligation acknowledged to redeem the Conti- 
nental currency. 

We all know, Mr. President, that a state of 
war is not a bed of reses to the people engaged 











in war. They must make sacrifices—large and 
great sacrifices. Patriots make them voluntarily. 
Those who are not actuated by the same spirit, 
are obliged, in many instances, to make them 
involuntarily. They are sacrifices that war de- 
mands from all. 

I know that among my friends and acquaint- 
ances in Virginia, and in one or two of the other 
southern States, it has been brought to my knowl- 
edge, there-are cases where the claims remain in 
the original hands, that have not got into the 
hands of speculators at all, the holders of which 
will be benefited by this gratuity. I regret very 
much, for one, that it is not in my power here as 
a representative to extend it. 
therefore, as I have heretofore, to vote against the 
bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I had 
not intended to participate in this debate, and I 
now design to confine myself to a very few re- 
marks on the subject of this bill. The case has 
been stated by the Senator from Virginia. Con- 
gress, during the wan, and at the crisis of the war, 
under the advice of General Washington, passed 
a resolution promising the officers of the army 


who continued in service until the end of the war || 


half pay for life thereafter. Subsequently, by 
another resolution, they invited and authorized 
those same officers to commute, their claim to 
half pay for life, for full pay for five years; and 
for that full pay, engaged to grant them a certifi- 
cate of debt payable I believe ten years after- 
wards, with interest payable annually. This is 
the state of the case. 
It seems to me that this subject cannot be fairl 

or properly appreciated without our looking beck 


to the time of this occurrence, the condition of || 


the country, and the condition of the parties en- 
titled to half pay for life. The war had closed 
before this invitation to accept five years’ full pay 
was made. The country was exhausted—ex- 
hausted of its means by the war which had pre- 
ceded. The Gavernment was not able to pay, 


* » “ ° ° 
and the officers Were left without anything, and || 


almost without hope; their necessities were im- 
mediate. To provide for those necessities many 
of them agreed to accept this commutation, and 


their accounts were settled accordingly, and the | 


certificates granted them according to the provis- 
ions of the Jaw. 


their half pay for life; and this bill now proposes 
to place those who accepted the commutation 
upon the same footing with those who did not 
commute, deducting the amount of the commu- 
tation from the half pay for life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Allow me to correct the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky. Not one re- 
ceived half pay for life. All those who did not 
commute at the time have been paid commutation 
subsequently. There is no case of an officer of 
the army having been paid his half pay for life. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


but according to the provisions of Congress, half 
pay and all, they have received what was re- 
garded as an entire equivalent for it. So I under- 
stand; but it is not very material. 
the officers of the army agreed to accept the full 
vay for five years in lieu of the half pay for life. 
This bill proposes now to give them the benefit 
of the half pay for their lives, deducting from the 
sum that would be due them the amount of their 
commutation, or the full pay for five years. 


tion of the Government by the resolution giving 
the half pay for life, which is acknowledged as a 
legal obligation, was extinguished by their accept- 
ance of the terms of the commutation. Gentle- 
men say now it is a mere debt of gratitude, a 
mere gratuity that we are paying; and that, if we 
go upon the consideration of gratitude, we must 
embrace many others; and those who are opposed 
to this bill and desire to defeat it only on grounds 
which would make them more opposed to an 


enlargement of the bill, argue that we ought not || 


to pay these men because the bill is not compre- 
hensive enough,and does not provide for others. 

Now, sir, is ita debt of mere gratitude? Isit 
a mere gratuity that we are paying? Is ita debt 
in respect to which our constitutional rights can 
be invoked, as they have been by the gentleman 
from Michigan? ‘The debtis extinguished in one 
sense of the term. In the legal, technical sense 


I shall be obliged, || 


Those who did not so commute | 
have received, first and last, the full amount of | 


I mean not to say that | 
they have been specifically and nominally paid, 


A portion of | 


This | 


is objected to on the ground that the legal obliga- 
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of the term, the debt is extinguished. Tha: I 
admit. Butis there not a moral obligation on ys 
to make good, to the uttermost, when we are able 
| to do so, our obligations, founded on such meri. 
torious considerations? Thatisthe question, [f 
a debt which I owe to you ts barred by the statytp 
| of limitations, does it not extinguish the legal 
obligation? But am IL under no moral obligations 
growing out of the matter? Is it a mere matter 
| of gratitude if afterwards, when I become able tp 

do so, I feel under obligations to acquit mysels 

of my debt, and pay you that debt so barred, anq 
| which bar, ina time of distress, I was obliged to 

| shelter myself under? ° 

What was the condition of the Government 

| when it made this proposition to the officers? 

| They came out of the war victorious and naked. 
| They came out of the war triumphant and pen. 
niless. ‘The Government was in no condition to 
execute its obligations. Promises of half pay 
they could not satisfy. They sought for them. 

| selves some little exemption and procrastination 

|| of this obligation by giving the promise of f,)j 
| pay for five years, the payment of the principal 
to be postponed for ten years. By these hopes, 

your needy and naked and hungry officers, as 

| many of them were, were tempted to accept the 

'terms. They have received the commutation, 
If they give credit for that on the account, when 
you become able and prosperous, where is there 
any restraint in the Constitution to prevent your 
satisfying your sense of moral obligation by 
paying the full balance? Is it no debt because 
it is not recoverable by law? 

No national debt is recoverable by law. The 
| creditor must depend on the sovereignty and on 
the gratitude of the Government. Itis to measure 
| its own obligation. There is no legal tribunal 
| before which you could go and drag this nation 
| to answer. Your courts of law have decided 
| that, as to a debt barred, and which is no longer 
|| one of legal obligation, if the 7 promise to 

pay it, the previous debt, barred though it be, is 
an ample consideration for the subsequent promise. 
|| That was your condition. You were unable to 
|, pay, as you had promised, half pay for life; you 
|| gave something like security for a smaller sum. 

Your honest creditor accepted it. You have paid 
that; and if you feel any moral obligation to do 

so, you are able to pay the balance. Will you 
do it? It is not a case of mere gratuity, certainly, 
nor a case of a mere debt of gratitude. That is 
not it; it is a money obligation, which, under 
| your invitation, your creditor departed from and 
took for it that which was not an ample consid- 
|| eration, that which was not a fair equivalent. 
| Half pay for life was given up for full pay for 
five years. 

Now, when the Government is rich and _pros- 
perous and abundantly able to pay, the House 
of Representatives, at least, have said: ‘* We will 
|| settle with these men fairly; we will credit them 
for the sum they received as full pay for five 
years, and if there be any of the half pay for life 
due to any of them, we will pay that.’’ [| say 
this is nota gratuity. There was a moral obli- 
gation, a high obligation to satisfy this debt of 
the Revolution. It was out of that we derived 
|| our very being as an independent and sovereign 
Government. We may well look back on all the 
transactions of that day as somewhat more hal- 
lowed than the ordinary transactions of life, or 
|| even the ordinary transactions of Government. 
It was a sacred generation; aday sacred to liberty. 
Everything belonging to it ought to be sanctified 
| in our view and to our feelings. . 
This is the way in which I regard it, Standing 
| here and respecting the Constitution as much as 
/any one, and no more willing than another to 
give away the public money, I feel that there 1s 
in this transaction a moral obligation upon which 
|| we are as fully authorized under the Constitution 
| to pay, as we are to pay any debt of the most 
|| strictly legal and technical character. I am there- 
| fore for this bill. It embraces only those who 
received the commutation of five years’ full pay. 
They 2re known on the record. There can be 





no ambiguity, there can be no room for imposi+ 


| tion, by means of fraudulent testimony. It 1s 
, only to the descendants of those who are on rec- 
'ord, and are named and ascertained, that any 
_payment can be made. I[ think, therefore, my 
| friend from Michigan may dismiss some of the 
| fears with which he regarded the necromancy 
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That | and wickedness of these agents. They must find | that those who are under the like obligation CHRISTMAS HOLIDAY. 

On On us ‘he man’s name on record, and all that remains || have been to any extent omitted, we may supply Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to make a motion at 
Are able .. be ascertained by testimony and inquiry is, | that omission by further legislation. I hope, || the request of several of my friends who desire 
ch meri. who are his children and grandchildren? They however, that this may be a final and conclusive || to leave the city. I am not in that category ‘ 
lon. If eer they alone are entitled. settlement. But whether it be or not, it 1s not Mr.SEWARD. If the honorable Senator will 
€ Statute " Ifitis a debt, however, the gentleman asks, a | denied that these men are included in the res- || allow me, I will move that the further consider- 
- legal legal debt, why limit and confine it to the children | olutions which promised the half pay for life, ation of this question be postponed until to- 
IZaliong 


io officer—why not let it go to his grandchil- 
n—why not to his great-grandchildren—why 
-  eoall the generations that may have descended 
fromm him, and why not also to collaterals? Are 
gentlemen opposed to this bill in this restricted 
form? Has the Senator from Michigan com- 

sined of this bill because it does not enlarge the 
evil of which he complains, by extending the 
ayment of this debt to remoter generations? 


although there is nobody else included. All of 
them may not be, and many others might have 
been entitled to be included that are not. As to 
them, perhaps it would be a debt of mere grati- 
tude; but those to whom the promise of the coun- 
try was made, and who have not received its en- 
tire fulfillment, though they may have accepted 
an inadequate compensation as they supposed, 
are entitled to it 


et 
Oi * 


morrow, and made the special order of the day 
dre 


at one o’clock, 

Mr. SLIDELL. My object was to move to 
adjourn over from to-day until Friday, and from 
Friday to Monday, to give a number of gentle- 
men an opportunity to leave the city. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the honorable Senator 
make his motion by common consent, pending 


C Matter 
€@ able to 

My se if 
red, and 


dliged to 


ernment 
Officers? 


when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to meet 
on Friday; and, when it adjourns on Friday, it 
be to meet on Monday, with the understanding 
that no business will be transacted on Friday. 


; this question. 
| naked, Do s he not see that Congress has endeavored to I beg gentlemen to recollect that it was under | Mr. SLIDELL.’ I make the motion that, 
nd pen- restrict this payment as much as “soeeney If it || a resolution of 1783 that this commutation of five 


lition to 
alf pay 
yr them- 


ig a legal debt, why not pay it; why not let any- 
body have it? It is not that; but it is a debt of 
cratitude, he says. ‘This seems to be very lofty; 


years’ full pay was accepted; and it was ten 
years from that time before the principal became 
due. Whatwas the condition of those certificates 


‘tination hut look further into the matter than the gentle- || during that time? The country was under the || [ know half a dozen Senators who are obliged 
e of full man hasdone. Itis nota technical and legal debt. || government of the Confederation, a weak and || to Jeave the city. 
rincipal It was extinguished as a legal obligation by the | feeble government, impoverished, without power The motion was acrecd to. 
- Opes, weptance of the commutation; but to those of || and without means. V hat was to be its destiny . ° " 

accepta eas ; : : : O »tlo : ‘ Se - 
cers, ag us who feel that a moral obligation remains to | the wisest men could not tell—the wisest could n motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate ad 


cept the 
utation, 
t, when 
is there 
nt your 


make good to these soldiers the utmost farthing | 


to which they may be entitled afterwards, it is 
not a mere gratuity, though it is no national debt. 

It remains to us to decide how far we will go in 
the performance of this obligation, no longer legal, 


not foresee; and the humblestand the most unin- 
formed might well dread termination—its 
falling to pieces from mere inability and want of 
cohesion at any time. ‘They accepted these cer- 
tificates payable ten years afterwards. Of credit 


its 


joufned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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) oY sea > rea Ta ’ . ” 

ae but which is moral in its nature. It is for the | it had none. What was the value of a certificate wy ine Chaplain Ae da rue 
because wisdom of Congress to act on that subject. Itis | payable ten years afterwards, upon sucha secur- Mr. JONES : Ty WAR aoe 

not in such a sense a debt that you are bound to | ity? Could prompt payment be calculated upon 2 a ie “S, of Tennessee. Is there a quorum 
r. The pay it to remoter generations, or executors, or || at the time it fell due? Was it calculated upon, The SPEAKER. There ar : 
and on administrators. That rule applies only to legal || or did these certificates depreciate to a mere nom- b . as ae intel pee San See eighty 
measure and technical debts. In your hands, who are |, inal value? They did so depreciate. What was ras i oe — r oe en ° ae It, 
tribunal sovereign—in your hands, who cannot be com- |, the needy soldier to do? He was no longer in || 2OWeVer, there be no objection, te irk we 


} Nation 
decided 


» longer 


pelled to anything, if your sense of justice recog- 
nize this as a moral obligation, you are by the 
same moral law to consider what will be just, and 


the army; his means consisted in his certificate, 
perhaps nothing or little else. What was he to 
do with it, and what did he in point of fact do 


read the Journal of yesterday. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The first rule of 


| the House is as follows: 


mise to to what extent ought it equitably and justly tobe || with it? Nine out of ten sold these certificates | . ake ‘J eine the chal weeny m pa 
. _ 5 ¢ s " i . St oS oak rr : -— ketneionctanill ‘ } a je nour to which the ouse sha lave adjourned on 
ut be » is given to the m. The further you go from the || fora nominal price. They were afte rwards funded || the preceding day, and shall immediately call the members 
romise, man who performed the service, the more remote by the Government, to be sure, after the adoption 


able to 
fe; you 


the claim of the descendant becomes—the more 
dificult it is to ascertain. This consideration 


of the present Constitution; but during that term 
of ten years they depreciated day by day, and 


to order; and, on the appearance of a quorum, shall cause 
the Journal of the preceding day to be read.” 


Mr. ORR. 


I move that there be a call of the 


‘r sum. may well justify and authorize you to act now || were sold for what the poor officer could get for || House. By the time the Clerk has gone through 
ve paid when you are fulfilling a mere moral obligation. || them. the roll call there will be a quorum present. 

n to do Of course, according to your own sense of justice || _ Now, when we are enabled to look back on || The motion was agreed to. 

ill you and equity, you can pay to whom you please. that time, we see how the consideration we gave The Clerk accordingly called the roll; and the 
rtainly, You might say you would pay it to the survivors, || for the half pay for life dwindled away to nothing || following members failed to answer to their 
That is and only to the survivors of the officers; or you |; at all, turned to dust and ashes in the hands of || names: 

» under might say that you would pay it to their children |} your officers, and fell into the clutches of spec- Messrs. Allen, Ball, Bell, Bingham, Boyce, Cadwalader, 
om and orgrandchildren; and you may limit your bounty || ulators, who may have made something out of || rer P. Comet, Vet, Conga, Coben, Damrell, 
consid- and your justice mingled together exactly as you them; and the officers, thus paid with a nominal mage Mg Ga te Migs eee Mg wo aye 


ivalent, 
pay for 


please. This is my view of the subject; and upon | 


this Lam willing to vote for the bill. There is 
nothing in the Constitution to prevent me. 


value, depreciating in their hands, actually sold 
them comparatively for a trifle. Do not these 
circumstances authorize and require us to look 


Dunn, Edie, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Henry 
M. Fuller, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hickman, Valentine B. Horton, Jewett, J. Glanecy Jones, 


| Keitt, Kennett, Kidwell, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 


1 pros Norrif this claim is one morally binding, ia || back? Does not our morality. require us to || Humblrey Maral, MeMultin, McQueen, smith, Mier, 
House there anything in the objection which the gentle- | inquire whether we oucht to consider that officer Robison, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Wil- 
Ne will man from Michigan urges to give a little com- || as fully paid? The country knew his situation, || liam Smith, William R. Smith, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, 
it them plexion to his argument, that agents under this || to be sure, and he knew of the country’s situ- Valk, Wells, and Wood. 
for five law may commit frauds. Iam sorry to under- ation; but when you look at the results of this || One hundred and seventy-two members having 
for life stand that my friend from Michigan is so much || case, you will see that the five years’ full pay to |) answered to their names, 
I say incommoded and troubled by these agents. They |, most of these officers resulted in very little. They || | Mr. PHELPS moved that all further proceed- 
al obli- are at him, he says, constantly on this and other | had to sell it for what they could get. Their || ings under the call be dispensed with. 
lebt of subjects. Sir, it has been my fortune to escape || daily necessities required it. This was their The motion was agreed to. 
derived them altogether. They do not come about me, | condition, and this was the result of their com- || The Journal of yesterday was then read and 
vereign or attempt to influence mg at all. Iam sure, | mutation. We may say they have been fully || approved. 
all the if they have come around the honorable gentle- | paid. Yes, sir, in this sense they have been || TARIFF. 
a ss any view to influence him, they have || fully paid. yng Ammen eer oe || The SPEAKER stated the first question in 
: alled of their purpose. After his speech of to-day, ;| upon paper of a full equivaient——w hat they agre¢ order to be on the motion to refer and print the 
nment. I trust he will be placed in a perfect state of qui- || to accept as a full equivalent—but that equivalent | Drenident"s annee! sienie. 
er ee ee, eee Se | ee a oe catitn far as regards them. ||" Mr. LETCHER. It will be recollected that 
aud, or if they can, is that any excuse to you ook, how, at the condition of the officer thus || at the last session of Congress, there was a ma- 
ding fu {OM iscbarging your moral obligations? | placu and se i he enot worthy of some ithe | ancy report from the Commiice of Ways and 
uch as a san ae ' 1 : sa hee aa ay his ri- ros erit and in our present plenty (though Means on the subject of the tari. I now pre- 
her to vate debt ede chagin oth ors aoe oS ail coal sus cae died ) in iadiied and under sent an amendment to that ee bil in the 
vase is - eat e — ea as etd aged | Be. |B Anatomy aes Po oe ail way of a substitute, and ask that it be ordered to 
ake a profit outofit. Itisno argumentagainst || the Constitution, make to him some indemnity ||}, printed. 
— oo It is no argument against our action, rad on — coe Page a = : - — Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it a minority 
3 iink we have little cause to apprehend, if || fore that I shall vote for this bill. ne report on that subject from the same committee? 
most the apprehension could influence our votes on more, I shall oppose every attempt to amend it. Mr. LETCHER. It is. 
a this ball, the frauds even of claimsagents, because, [will take ™ as it is, with all its imperfections — ‘The report was received, and ordered to be 
C 8 I said before, the claims can be paid to none | its head, because, in my humble judgment, it is rinted 
Il pay. but to the descendants of those whose names are | exposed to hazard if it is sent back to the House I ve pat Rl a I , s 
ran be recorded, and recorded in the very office to which | of Representatives. Want of time will be more EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
’ 
Nposi~ their applications for payment must be made. fatal to it there than all the arguments employed The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
It is This bill may not do all the justice that is due || against its passage. I willsubmit it to no further | before the House a communication from the 
on rece from the Government. It may omit some that || danger. , Treasury Department, transmitting a report to 
ub any ought to be included. It may include some that | Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- | the Superintendent, by the general disbursing 
m, my ought to be excluded. All that is true. It does || journ. [‘*Oh, no.’’] I would withdraw the mo- || agent, of the Coast Survey, showing the number 
of the ot do full justice, but those embraced by it are || tion if I had the least idea we could reach any || and names of the persons employed during the 
nancy entitled. IT hope and trust if it shall be found | question. Iam willing to try it. ‘| last fiscal year, upon the work, and the busiaess 
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connected therewith; the compensation received | 
by them, the nature of their operations, and the 
length of time employed, with a statement of all 
expenses made during that year under the direc- 
tion of the Superintendent, Professor Alex. D. 


Bache. 


Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, submitting the report made to the Depart- 
ment by Professor A. D. Bache, Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, showing the progress of 
that work during the year ending November 1, 
1856, with the map prepared at the Coast Survey 
office in accordance with the provision of the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1853; which several 
communications were laid upon the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAVEN. In reference to that last com- 
munication, | offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury communicating the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, for the year 1856, in 
addition to the usual number, be printed; six thousand for 
the use of the members of the House, and the remainder for 
distribution by the Coast Survey office ; and that the same 
be printed and bound with the plat® in quarto form, and 
that the printing of said plates be done to the satisfaction 
of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 

The resolution was referred, under the rulé, to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Clerk, containing a 
detailed statement of the expenses of the House 
of Representatives; which was laid upon the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
imous consent of the House to make several re- 
ports from the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and | send to the Clerk’s desk a bill making ap- 


propriations for fortifications and other works of | 


defense, and for the repairs of barracks and 
quarters, for the year ending the 30th June, 
1852. 

Mr. STANTON. 
of business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I call for the regular order 


I suppose the | 


I ask the unan- 





am not willing to be placed in a false position by || tee is called in its regular order. 


the assertions of gentlemen upon this floor, when 
I have not an opportunity to set myself right. 
If lam coradieal to reply, I will not object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does the Chair 
decide that the committee cannot report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that, under the rule which has been read, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means | 
has not the privilege of making a report at any 
time without the unanimous consent of the | 
House. \| 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to say, with reference to 
this appeal, that I think the Tocision of the Chair | 
is correct; and for this reason: it is true, that the || 
Committee of Ways and Means are required to 
report certain bills within thirty days after their 
appointment, but there are other rules of the 


| House which direct how the committees shall be 


called. Therules presuppose that the committees 
will be called every day; and it is in consequence 
of the practice of committees, when they are called 
upon to make reports, of moving to put their bills 


| upon their passage, that business is blocked up, 


| 


and the call of committees every day is prevented. 
Sut the rules, as I before said, contemplate that 
the committees shall be called every day, and 
therefore the rule directing the manner in which 
committees shall be called must control. The 
rules, therefore, do not give to the Committee of 
Ways and Means the privilege of we at 
any time, but they must do it inaccordance with 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw his appeal, I think we can 
get at the business in some other way. If the 
appeal is withdrawn, would it be in order to move | 
to postpone the consideration of the motion to | 
refer and print the President’s message ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And if that were postponed, | 


| the first business would be the call of committees 


Committee of Ways and Means have a right to || ! C 1 
/man from Ohio fér the previous question must 
_ be first disposed of before the committees can be 


make reports of appropriation bills, because the 
rule expressly requires them to report such bills 
during the first thirty days of the session. If it 
were not so, the gentleman from Ohio might 
make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The rule isas stated by the 
gentleman from Tennessee; but 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does not that 
amountto making such reports privileged reports? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does 
not give the gentleman from Ohio the privilege 
of making the report at any time. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to have it appear that 
the Committee of Ways and Means are ready to 
comply with the rule of the House; and if they 
are prevented, it will be- by the objection of the 
member from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. 
of business. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask to have the 
bill read for information. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish the gentleman from | 
Ohio to listen to me for a moment. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will listen to me afterwards, I will. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is not proposed to act 
upon all these reports from the Committee of | 
Sere and Means now, but only to refer and 

rint them. 

Mr. SNEED. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
reading of the 79th rule. 

The rule was read; and is as follows: 

“It shall also be the duty of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, within thirty days after their appointment, at every 
session of Congress, commencing on the first Monday of 
December, to report the general appropriation bills—for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government; for the 
Army; for the Navy; and for the Indian department and 
Indian annuities; or,in failure thereof, the reasons of such 
failure.”’ 

Mr. PHELPS. One member objects to reports 
being made by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Now, I ask whether it is not proper for 
the Committee of Ways and Means to report, as 
the reason why they could not make their report 
within thirty days after their appointment, that 
the gentleman from Ohio objected? 

Mr. STANTON. 





I call for the regular order 


I call for the 


I object to this debate. I 


for reports ? | 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- | 


called. The Chair would suggest to the House, 
that if the gentleman from Ohio has the right, at | 
this moment, to make a report from the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means, he has the right to 


demand action upon such report. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is another | 
rule which requires such reports to have their first 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the appeal be laid upon 
the table. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 


order that I may withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, and move to postpone the fur- 
| ther consideration of the motion in reference to | 


| Tam right; but if the House think otherwise, let | 


I object to debate. {| 


the President’s message, with a view to have the | 


L GLOB 





S. 


Decembe 











r 23, 

The questio 
immediately before the House is the aa 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Og, ) 
to lay on the table the appeal of the gentley,. 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] — 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the appeal was 





I ask for the yeas 


laid upon the table. 


The question then recurred upon the motion ty 
refer and print the President’s annual message 
upon which the previous question had been i. 


|| manded. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I withdraw th. 
demand for the previous question, and propose 
to postpone the further consideration of the mo. 


tion to print the President’s message until nex 


|| committee should be acted on in the 


Tuesday, and I will very briefly state my reasons 
for making the motion. 

The Committee of Ways and Means are pp. 
pared to report important appropriation biljs 
which, under the rules of the House, they a 
required to report within the first thirty days of 
the session; and it is important that they should 
be reported at once. Again, it is important that 
some of the appropriation bills already before the 
ouse, and 
sent to the Senate. And again, I will state tha 
there is a bill before the Committee of Ways and 


| Means relating to the Texas debt, which, unless 


it is passed, and becomes a law before the Ist of 


January next, will be entirely inoperative. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of finds. I wish to 


inquire of the gentleman from Ohio whether he 


| proposes to put the latter bill named by him on 


| 


its passage at this time? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do propose to 
put it upon its passage, for the reason that, unless 
it is acted on before the Ist of January next, it 
will fail to produce its desired effect. The House 
will probably adjourn over Christmas; and it is 
of the utmost importance, therefore, that the bill 
should be disposed of to-day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I only asked 
for information. I desire to know further, what 
time will probably be required for the Committee 


| of Ways and Means to dispose of their business, 
after they shall have been called? 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It will not, | 


|| think, take more than an hour for the Committee 


of Ways and Means to dispose of the business 
now in their charge. I will state, in reference to 
this Texas bill, that at the first session of this 
Congress a joint resolution was passed extending 
the ume for the creditors of the State of Texas 
to present the evidence of their claims to the 


| Department until the Ist of January next. And 


already presented their claims. 


committees called for reports. 1 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am satisfied that | 


them sustain the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PHELPS. It has been suggested that we 
can accomplish the object the gentleman from 
Ohio has in view by postponing the consideration | 
of the President’s message. I desire to inquire | 
whether, in the call of committees, the Chair is | 
not bound, under the rules, to commence where 
he left off last session; and whether there are not 
reports of committees now pending in the House | 
which have first to be disposed of before any 
other reports can be made ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that at the beginning of a new session the call of | 
committees should commence at the beginning | 


of the list, as they are arranged under the rules 
_of the House. 


_ which must be first disposed of when committees 
| are called for eet | 


_ tee on Public Lands was pending when the House 


| inquiry of the Chair. 


Mr. PHELPS. Then I desire to make another | 
I ask whether there are 
not reports of committees now pending, left over 
as the unfinished business of the last session, 


| 


The SPEAKER. A report from the Commit- 


adjourned at the last session, which the Chair 
will lay before the House whenever that commit- 








| 


|, it is provided, under this joint resolution, that so 
/ much of the $7,750,000 as remains unpaid at that 
man from Tennessee to withdraw his appeal, in || 


time shall be paid to the claimants who have 
I understand 
that there is a large amount of that appropriation 
yet unpaid. There is left about $400,000 of that 
fund. Many of these claims are tied up by suits 
in chancery, and others held by widows, orphans, 
and administrators, who have not been able to 
present their claims; and consequerftly, unless 
this joint resolution is passed, money which 1s 
honestly due to creditors of this class will be paid 
over to those who have hitherto been paid in 
part, having presented their claims. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are unanimous in the 
opinion that this joint resolution ought to pass; 
and it is with a view of arriving at a call of the 
standing committees for reports, that I make this 
motion to postpone. I suppose the House will, 
on to-morrow, adjourn until Friday. 


Mr. STANTON claimed the floor. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Is this motion to postpone 
debatable ? 


The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not to open the general 
merits of the President’s message ? 

The SPEAKER. It is only debatable with 
reference to the question of postponement. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not propose to occupy 


the time of the House for more than five minutes. 
I have long been of the opinion that the rules of 
the House under which we are acting are adm!- 
rably constructed to prevent the transaction of 
| any business whatever. The practical operation 

of the rule is, that when a report is made in rela-. 

tion to any matter of pressing importance, It |S 












